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ILLICIT NARCOTIC TRAFFIC 
(Philadelphia, Pa.) 





FRIDAY, JUNE 17, 1955 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMPROVEMENTS 
IN THE FEDERAL CrIMINAL Cope, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice at 10 a. m., in courtroom 
No. 3, United States C ourthouse, Senator Price Daniel (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Daniel (presiding) and Welker. 

Also present: C. Aubrey Gasque, general counsel, and W. L. Speer, 
chief investigator. 

Senator DantreL. The committee will come to order. 

By Senate Resolution 67 of the 84th Congress, the United States 
Senate authorized the Senate Judiciary Committee, through its Sub- 
committee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal Code, to conduct 
a full and complete study of the narcotics problem in the United States, 
including ways and means by which we can improve Federal laws and 
enforcement procedures, those, of course, specially dealing with the 
potential sale and transportation of narcotics, marihuana, and similar 
drugs 

This committee, composed of the chairman and Senator Joseph 
C. O’Mahoney, of W yoming ; Senator Welker, of Idaho; Senator East- 
land, of Mississippi, and Senator Butler, of Maryland, was appointed 
to conduct t a narcotics investigation. 

As a matter of background, I might say that the committee has 
already secured evidence in its first hearings conducted in Washington 
developing the fact that in our country illicit narcotics traffic exceeds 
$300 million per year. Our initial hearings are the result of the fact 
that our country is the target for international narcotics racketeers 
who are smuggling dope, principally from Communist China, Lebanon, 
and Mexico. 

The hearings thus far conducted by the committee indicate that 
there are approximately 60,000 narcotics addicts in the country, with 
annual narcotics arrests in excess of 23,000. This narcotics traffic 
constitutes a criminal cancer which is not ‘only destroying the lives of 
addicts but spreading other crimes and suffering into the lives of many 
citizens in communities throughout the Nation. 

At our first hearing we attempted to develop some statistics. In 
that evidence we found that the State of Pennsylvania ranked fifth 
in the number of convictions and arrests in the Nation. 
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We found that most of the narcotics problem in the State of Penn- 
sylvania was, according to the witnesses who appeared before us, cen- 
tered in Philadelphia, which among the cities of the Nation, according 
to the evidence adduced, ranks fifth in the number of arrests and 
convictions for 1953 and 1954. Those are all of the records that we 
have before us thus far. We will, of course, today and tomorrow 
develop evidence from the witnesses here, bringing us up to date. 
The arrests for Philadelphia for 1953 and 1954 totaled 2,779, and 
convictions were 963. 

When we announced this hearing I stated on the floor of the Senate 
that we were going to Philadelphia for two reasons: First, because 
the illicit narcotics traffic has been heavy there; and secondly, because 
Federal, State, and local officials have united in their efforts to stop it. 

Widespread arrests and convictions this year show that Philadel- 
phia is a good place for the subcommittee to hear not only about the 

roblem, but wat can be done about the problem. I am sure I speak 
or Senator Welker and the other members of the committee when I 
say that we are glad to be here. 

We thank those of you who have already cooperated with our 
counsel, Mr. Gasque, and our investigator, Mr. Speer. 

Senator Welker, would you like to make an opening statement 
before we begin? 

Senator Werxer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It is nice to be back in the friendly city of Philadelphia. It is 
unfortunate that a committee has to come back on such a terrible 
social problem as the one involved here, namely narcotics. 

Like you, Mr. Chairman, I rejoice in the fact that the great city 
of Philadelphia, from a Federal, State, and municipal level, has been 
so realistic in its approach to this terrible problem. There isn’t a 
soul on this committee that desires any publicity from this unfor- 
tunate matter that we are investigating. We are here to help you. 
to try to be helpful to you who pioneered, I think, in this cooperative 
movement to stamp out the evil of narcotics. 

In our tour here, which will last 2 days, we want to be of assistance 
to all of you. You want to be of assistance to us. Coming from 
the great State of Idaho, a long, long way away from the little State 
of Texas, we weleome the cooperation of you good and friendly 
people of Philadelphia. 

1xank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Dantre.. Our first witness is Mayor Clark. Will you come 

forward, please, sir. 


STATEMENT OF JOSEPH S. CLARK, JR., MAYOR, CITY OF 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Danrec. We are glad to have you with us. I understand 
that you probably have some of the other officials of your adminis- 
tration here with you. We would be very glad to hear from you at 
this time. 

Mr. Cuargx. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator, I am personally most happy to welcome you and Senator 
Welker and your colleagues here for this hearing. We are pleased 
and a little bit flattered that you should come here. We hope that 
the results of your visit here will be fruitful. 
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I am grateful to you for referring to us as “a friendly city.” I 
hope you will feel that way when ae I am looking forward to 
the pleasure of stopping in both Idaho and Texas, where I am sure 
I will find the same spirit of hospitality. 

I have a ‘atitiatedd” statement, which, with your permission, I will 
file for the record. In the interest of saving time I will try to sum- 
marize what I have to say. 

Senator Dante... The statement will be made a part of the record 
and you may proceed in any “ay 1 desire. 

(‘The prepared statement of Mayor Joseph S. Clark, Jr., is as 
isieaet 


STATEMENT OF MAYor JOSEPH S. CLARK, JR., CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 


I would like to say at the outset that I am not an expert in the field of narcotics 
control. As administrative head of Philadelphia’s city government, however, I 
am ultimately responsible for the measures we have taken and plan to take to 
cut the traffic in illegal drugs to the minimum, to punish the sellers and to re- 
habilitate the users so that they will not again provide a ready market for the 
dealers in this vicious trade. 

In carrying out this responsibility I have tried to familiarize myself with the 
broad outlines of the problem and our program to meet it, and I believe that I can 
present the general picture in Philadelphia. Our experts who deal intimately 
with the situation—officials of the police department, the department of public 
welfare, the district attorney’s office, the department of public health, and the 
youth services committee—are here to present in detail the information they 
possess, and to answer to the best of their ability any questions you gentlemen 
may have. 

We in Philadelphia’s municapal government are happy to welcome your com- 
mittee. We have worked hard on our program of narcotics control, but know that 
we have not solved the problem, we have not wiped out the drug traffic here. We 
welcome your interest and hope that from these hearings will come recommenda- 
tions which may help us do a better job. 

I should note for the record that the statistics on narcotics arrests can be 
misleading. It is one of the categories—along with gambling, prostitution, and 
others—in which a police department can “look good”’ by one of two methods. 
The first is to make few arrests and point to the figures as proof that “there is 
no drug traffic here.” The second is to pile up an impressive number of arrests 
of known addicts, and use the statistics to show that the police are stamping 
out the traffic. 

As the members of your committee well know, neither system has any real 
merit as an effective measure against the sale of narcotics. The arrest of hard- 
ened users of drugs rarely leads to their cure; it does nothing to dry up the 
source of supply, the distributors and the pushers who constantly are creating 
a new market by luring others into the habit. 

I regret to say that for too long the Philadelphia Police Department followed 
one or the other of these courses. Although little reliance can be placed on 
statistics compiled prior to 1952 (the Federal Bureau of Investigation did not 
eonsider Philadelphia figures as true indexes of crime prior to institution of 
new methods by the present administration) the figures for 1950 and 1951 
showed an average of only 283 arrests for the use, possession, and/or sale of 
narcotics. 

This of course is ridiculous in a city of this size. 

Just how ridiculous it was, the department clearly demonstrated. In 1952 
and 1953 when it recorded an average of 787 arrests per year. But of these 
1,575 arrests, only 63 were for sale of narcotics; the remainder were for pos- 
session and/or use. 

It was not until mid-1954 that the department launched its new program, and 
not until the beginning of this year that it went into full operation. Commis- 
sioner Gibbons and his aides will give you the details. Suffice it to say that in 
the first 5 months of this year we arrested—and, more important, convicted— 
199 persons for the possession and sale of illicit drugs. This represents more 
— and convictions on this charge than the total recorded in the previous 

years. 
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It is perhaps too early to say that this carefully devised program, executed 
in close cooperation with the Federal units under Joseph Bransky here, will re- 
sult in a drastic and permanent reduction in the rate of crimes such as burglary, 
larceny, and robbery. It is a known fact, however, that many such crimes are 
committed by addicts desperate for the money needed to purchase drugs. And 
the statistical evidence to date shows, for instance, that there were 298 cases 
of robbery reported in May 1954, and only 135 in the same month this year. 
For burglary, the figures are 908 in May of 1954, and 668 for May 1955. Total 
crimes reported for the month declined from 3,238 to 2,468. This certainly is 
encouraging, if not necessarily conclusive. 

We believe, however, and I am sure that the committee will agree, that police 
action is but one approach to the problem. We have worked out here a unified 
approach which involves not only local-Federal cooperation, but also a close 
liaison between police, district attorney, and courts. It involves, too, our depart- 
ment of public welfare and other city agencies. 

The results in 1955 have been impressive. Following mass arrests of the drug 
peddlers in January and April of this year, the district attorney's office adopted 
a policy of speedy indictment and trial. The arrested men were given a pre- 
liminary hearing on the very day of the arrest, were indicted within 2 weeks 
after the preliminary hearing, were arraigned and tried within 3 to 4 weeks 
after the arrest. 

By the end of March all of the defendants assigned to the Philadelphia dis- 
trict attorney for trial after the January raids were tried and convicted. By 
the end of May all of the drug peddlers arrested on April 21 were tried and 
eonvicted. The district attorney arranged for the setting up of a special nar- 
cotics court to hear all of these cases. Judge Vincent A. Carroll presided in 
this court. The district attorney requested severe sentences under the new 
sentence procedures of the 1953 Drug Act, and Judge Carroll consistently fol- 
lowed the recommendation of the district attorney. 

As a followup, the district attorney has adopted a policy of not agreeing to 
clemency being granted by the board of pardons. Of course, exceptions are made 
in deserving cases. 

Throughout the entire program one of the keynotes has been the close team- 
work and cooperation between the police department and the district attorney’s 
office. Often the district attorney has been in the strategy planning of the 
police work itself and has given the supervising police officers all the aid they 
needel in the listing of cases and in providing legal aid and special court writs 
when needed. 

We recognize, too, that our responsibility does not end with the jailing of the 
seller or user. We must face the hard fact that there is no life sentence for 
the narcoties addict, nor should there be. He will some day return to our com- 
munity. For our own welfare, as well as for his, we must attempt to make him 
an asset, not a liability, to that community. 

Until this administration assumed the responsibility for the city’s correc- 
tional institutions, the cold-turkey treatment of withdrawal was the only treat- 
men accorded the addict. Now, under medical supervision, appropriate sedation 
is provided and he is tendered such other medical attention as his needs indi- 
cate. Subsequently he is classified, as are all inmates of our penal institutions, 
and assigned to such work projects as are best suited to his skills, his needs, 
and his future functioning as a law-abiding citizen. 

Unfortunately, we have been able to provide the addict little else, but we are 
cognizant of the importance of other measures which may tend to assure more 
positively his ultimate rehabilitation. Our health and welfare departments are 
presently developing plans whereby special medical and psychiatric services 
will be provided wherever indicated. 

A long-range goal will be the assignment of social-service personnel to pro- 
vide followup supervision following release from the institution. We are aware 
that oftentimes the forces that compel an individual to seek drugs as a relief 
have their basis in family upsets. Our efforts, therefore, will be to provide 
family counseling concomitantly with the treatment program so as to remove 
eauses which drive an individual to the use of drugs. 

I have noted with concern the reports from other cities indicating that nar- 
eotic addiction among teen-agers is a growing problem. I am happy to say that 
to the best of my knowledge we have no such problem here. I am inclined to 


attribute this gratifying situation to the effective cooperation of various youth- 
service agencies in Philadelphia. 
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Comparatively recently, we have buttressed this cooperation with the estab- 
lishment of the youth services committee, headed by J. Francis Finnegan, who 
has long been in the forefront of crime prevention and juvenile aid activities. 
He also is prepared to give you the benefit of his testimony. Among other things, 
he will tell you that last year there were just 7 cases of suspected narcotics 
use reported to the juvenile courts, and 2 of these, upon investigation, proved 
unfounded. 

This, then, is the outline of Philadelphia’s total attack on the narcotics prob- 
lem. I presume that the mission of your committee is to determine what the 
Federal Government may do to make the efforts of local governments more 
effective. If I may presume to offer my recommendations, I would say that our 
experience in Philadelphia indicates that we would benefit most if— 

(1) The Feedral Government could control more effectively the illegal entry 
of narcotics. The major source of narcotics is foreign; municipalities can exer- 
cise no real control over the entry of drugs into the United States. In this con- 
nection, I believe a first step might be the provision of more adequate funds for 
customs inspection. One cannot help but be disturbed, for instance, by the fact 
that the manpower of the Bureau of Customs was cut by 500 between 1952 and 
1955. 

(2) The Federal Government could provide even greater cooperation to cities 
in the detection, arrest, and conviction of narcotics sellers. Despite the fine 
cooperation of Mr. Bransky and his men, we have been handicapped by the fact 
that he does not have a numerically adequate staff. I believe too that he should 
be granted more adequate funds for the purchase of narcotics by investigators 
seeking evidence. Federal funds for these two purposes—adequate staff and 
obtaining evidence—are badly needed. 

(3) The Federal Government, which encourages local prosecution of offenders, 
would provide funds for the care, custody, and rehabilitation of narcotic addicts 
in State and city institutions. If other municipalities are expected to follow the 
techniques of Philadelphia—aggressive police action, backed up by determined 
prosecution and stiff sentences for sellers, plus improved treatment and rehabili- 
tation programs for users in local institutions—the financial limitations faced by 
municipalities will delay progress at best and may well result in no progress 


at all. 

Mr. Criark. At the outset I would like to make it very clear that I 
am not an expert in the field of narcotics control, but as the elected 
head of the city government, I suppose I am ultimately responsible 
for what measures we take to cut off the traffic in illegal drugs, to 
punish the sellers, and to do what we can to rehabilitate the users so 
that we won’t provide again a ready market for the dealer in this 
vicious trade. 

I have tried to familiarize myself with the broad outlines of the 
problem, but I would lke to suggest to the members of your com- 
mittee, Senator, that our commissioner of police, our commissioner of 
public welfare, our district attorney and our health commissioner 
will be available to answer the detailed questions which I am confident 
I would not be able to answer. 

We also have organized a youth service committee here which 
attempts to cover the whole public and private field of those agencies 
dealing with juvenile delinquency. The executive director of that 
committee will also be able to tell the members of your committee 
whatever you may think is of profit to you in the field of his work. 

We have worked pretty hard on this problem of narcotics control, 
but we haven’t solved it, and we have not wiped out the drug traffic 
here. We welcome your interest, and I have no doubt that you will 
be able to give us some constructive suggestions as to how we can deal 
more effectively with the problem. 

Particularly in view, Senator Daniel, of one or two of your opening 
comments, may I respectfully suggest what I am sure you already 
know, that the statistics on narcotics arrests can be very misleading. 
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It is one of those categories like gambling and prostitution, in which 
a police department can make itself look awfully good in one of two 
ways. They can either make hardly any arrests at all and then point 
out the figures to show that there isn’t any drug traffic in the com- 
munity, or on the other hand they can make a great many arrests, 
frequently of known addicts, frequently not followed by convictions, 
frequently having very little to do with the sellers and the organizers 
of the traffic, and then they can use the statistics to show that the 
police are stamping it out. 

Neither of these methods are particularly effective. 

But I don’t want to suggest to your committee that these nationwide 
statistics are necessarily suspect on that account. I would like to 
suggest to you, however, that you look behind these statistics to de- 
termine the actual facts with respect to the situation in the communi- 
ties you visit, so far as the narcotics trade is concerned. 

It doesn’t do much good, in our judgment, to arrest hardened users 
of drugs. The way to get at it, in our opinion, is to try to dry up the 
source of supply, which is to get the distributor, and to get at the 

ushers who are creating a new market by luring new citizens into 
aa addiction. 

That, of course, presents a very serious problem of law enforcement, 
which our Police Commissioner Gibbons and our District Attorney 
Dash will testify to at greater length, because again it doesn’t do any 

ood to arrest these people unless you have the evidence to convict 

em, and unless you have the cooperation of the courts in bringi 
them to speedy trial and imposing just sentences which will Teter 
them and put them out of circulation for a definitive amount of time. 

I am most anxious not to get my testimony on a partisan basis in 
any way, but I do think I am compelled to point out that we don’t 
think our Philadelphia statistics before 1952 are not worth the paper 
they are written on. In fact, the FBI wouldn’t use them. It is only 
within the last couple of years that the Philadelphia figures on crime 
has been accepted by the FBI. 

If you go back to 1950 and 1951 you will find for those 2 years an 
average of only 283 arrests for the use, possession, and/or sale of 
narcotics, which we think is ridiculous in a city of this size. 

We think that is pretty well demonstrated by the activity which 
was taken in my administration in 1952 and 1953, when we had an 
average of 787 arrests a year. That was a total for the 2 years of 
1,575. But we are not very proud of that record, Senators, because 
only 63 of those were for the sale of narcotics, the arrests were a con- 
tinuation of the old policy of arresting for possession, which is often 
the peddler, and often also a user, or just for use. 

In 1954, by which time we had our police department reasonably 
well organized, it launched its new campaign. But it didn’t go into 
actual operation until the beginning of this year, 1955. Commis- 
sioner Gibbons will give you more details in that regard. But in the 
first 5 months of this year we arrested and convicted 199 persons for 
possession and sale of illicit drugs. 

Now, this represents more arrests and convictions on that charge 
than the total recorded for the previous 5 years. The arrests and 
convictions for those 5 months this year exceeds the arrests and con- 
victions of the 5 years previously. 











ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 343 


Senator Dantex. That is within the city of Philadelphia? 

Mr. CuarK. Yes, sir. 

Now, perhaps it is a little early to say that this carefully devised 
program is going to result in a drastic and permanent reduction in 
crime, but we have some tentative figures which are rather encour- 
aging. 

I should digress for a moment here to point out that we never could 
have done this—we never could have made this start—without the 
close cooperation of the Federal units here under Mr. Joseph Bransky, 
whose cooperation with both the police commissioner and the district 
attorney’s office has made it ible to integrate the activities of the 
local and Federal agents to bring about these results which, at first 
blush, at least, look very encouraging. 

I think we can almost take judicial notice of the fact that many 
crimes of violence, particularly armed holdup, burglary, larceny, and 
robbery, are committed by drug addicts who are crazed by the craving 
for narcotics and have to get, from their own subjective point of view, 
money to buy the drug they feel they need. 

As a result of the 2 raids which were made here—1 this January and 
1 this April, with the cooperation of the Federal authorities, we find 
that while there were 298 cases of robbery reported in May of 1954, 
there were only 135 reported this year. 

For burglary there were 108 burglaries in May of 1954; 68 in May 
of 1955. 

The total number of crimes reported for the month of May declined 
from 3,238 to 2,468. 

Now, of course, that is just the first results, and we can’t be sure that 
that will continue. But I do want to assure the members of your 
committee that those are not phony statistics; they are kept on the 
same basis for both years and they are on the level. 

Senator DanteL. Mayor, that would indicate to you, although you 
say it is not necessarily conclusive, that there was a great drop in other 
crimes since you started this allout campaign against the narcotics 
peddlers and the narcotics addicts. 

Mr. CuarK. Yes, sir. That is my point. In particular, those 
crimes which would lead to the acquisition by the criminal of money 
which would enable him to buy narcotics—burglary, larceny, and 
armed holdup. 

Senator Dante... That bears out what Commissioner Anslinger, of 
the Bureau of Narcotics, told us in our first hearing—that a great 
percentage of crime in other fields is tied to narcotics, and if we could 
solve this problem we could reduce our crime record. I am glad that 
you have figures here which would indicate that we might have an 
example of that right here in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Cuark. Yes, sir. I would be a little happier if we could give 
you the figures for 6 months instead of 1 month. But we will furnish 
them for the committee as they come along. 

Of course, the whole thing is not just the police and the district 
attorney and the courts. But we did have wonderful cooperation 
from the district attorney, who is an elected public official here, not 
under my administration as mayor. He adopted a policy of speedy 
indictment and trial. The arrested men were given a preliminary 
hearing on the date of the arrest, were indicted within 2 weeks after 
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preliminary hearing, arraigned and tried within 3 or 4 weeks of the 
arrest. 

They were all convicted. By the end of May, all of these drug 
peddlers arrested on April 21 had been tried and convicted. I think 
we must take a very friendly bow in the direction of the court of 
common pleas and Judge Vincent A. Carroll, who presided in the 
court. The district attorney arranged for the setting up of a special 
narcotics court to hear all of these cases. The district attorney re- 
quested severe sentences under the new sentence ee of the 
1953 Drug Act, and Judge Carroll consistently followed the recom- 
mendation of the district attorney. 

I think in paying that tribute té Judge Carroll I can say that I 
don’t think there was any suggestion at any time that these men were 
railroaded or that they didn’t get a fair trial, or that their civil 
liberties were in any way infringed. 

As a followup, the district attorney has adopted a policy of not 
agreeing to clemency being granted by the board of pardons. Of 
course, exceptions are made in deserving cases. But we like to have 
the drug addict in prison so that there can be a rehabilitation, so that 
when they come out they won't go back to the same criminal activity 
again. 

I would like to say a word about the city’s correctional policy in 
this regard. We have three prisons here, the house of correction for 
minor offenders, our Moyamensing city prison, the county prison for 
intermediate grades, and finally the Holmesburg prison, which is a 
maximum security detention prison for the long-term offenders. 

They are under the supervision of the city’s commissioner of wel- 
fare, Commissioner Wise, who will testify before you a little later 
today. 

We have stopped the former policy, which was just to give what is 
perhaps in a slighting way known as the cold-turkey treatment of 
withdrawal of drugs and letting them fight it out in prison. We now 
have, we think, competent medical supervision, appropriate sedation, 
and such other medical attention as the prisoner needs. 

I don’t mean that we are mollycoddling these people, but we are 
treating it as a modern problem in rehabilitation, which involves psy- 
chiatric attention, attention to the family problem, and all the tools 
of rehabilitation which I know are well known to the members of 
your committee. 

Our health and welfare departments are developing more ambitious 
plans by which we can go further ahead on this than our limited 
budgetary resources makes it possible to do at the moment. The long- 
range goal is to assign sonal aneneliie personnel to provide followup 
supervision following release. That has in many cases also led to 
family and child welfare problems. We are hoping to expand our 
presently pretty good family counseling service so as to attempt to 
remove where we can the causes which drive an individual to the use 
of drugs. 

We have noted in the newspapers and elsewhere indications that 
narcotic addiction among teen-age groups is a growing problem. But 
so far as we can tell, it is not a problem of great size here. We think 
that that may have something to do with the effective work which our 
yarious public and private agencies in the youth services or juvenile 
delinquency field have had. 
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Therefore I would be very happy to have your committee hear 
from Mr. J. Francis Finnegan, who is the district director of that 
group in that field. 

Among other things, he will tell you that last year there were only 
seven cases of suspected narcotics use reported to the juvenile courts, 
and two of those on investigation turned out to be unfounded. When 
you think in terms of a total population in the city of slightly over 
2 million people, of whom I guess roughly almost half—perhaps not 
quite half—are under 21, you can see that that is a rather startling 
record. 

Senator Danret. Mayor, I might say to you that in no other field 
of narcotics is it more apparent what the local people are accom- 
plishing than in the field of the juvenile addicts. 

In other words, in most of the cities throughout the Nation, we find 
thus far that there has been a decrease—maybe not as much as you 
have here—but there are certain cities in the Nation in which we 
find a real increase in juvenile addiction in the last few years, ac- 
cording to figures thus far furnished to us. . 

So it might bear out what you say, that the work done locally will 
make a difference there as far as the juveniles are concerned with ref- 
erence to narcotics, and probably with reference to everything else. 

Mr. Ciark. I would hope that that would be the result of your com- 
mittee’s findings. I do think a coordinated approach is very im- 
portant. It is not something that you can handle in the field of 
government alone, you have to get the cooperation of voluntary agen- 
cies and get them all working together, which is what we are trying 
to do. 

Senator Weixer. Mayor Clark, I have read your prepared testi- 
mony. Let me ask you this: Are you qualified to tell me what you 
are doing in your great city with respect to educating the public as 
to the evils or dangers of narcotics ? 

Mr. Ciark. Well, I can’t give you a very categorical answer to that, 
Senator, other than to say this: That we have tried in this city 
administration to utilize public relations as a tool of government. 
We have under our city charter an agency called the city representa- 
tive’s office whose function is to publicize—and we don’t say pro- 
mote, but just publicize—the activities of the city government in all 
of its fields. We have a series of radio programs, a series of tele- 
vision programs. We have constant contact with the press. 

The members of my administration are spending a great deal of 
time at public citizens’ meetings trying to explain what the city 
government is doing. We call it the goldfish-bow] policy. There is 
nothing very original about it, I guess. But in that connection the 
commissioner welfare, the police commissioner, the district attorney, 
and I myself, are constantly hitting at the various fields in which the 
city government operates of which, of course, this is a very important 
one. 

I couldn’t honestly tell you that we have given this greater emphasis 
than, let us say, our recreational program, our public health program, 
or even our streets and highways program. But it is getting what 
I believe to be an appropriate amount of attention. 

Senator WeLKeErR. It seems to me, Mr. Mayor, that the most any 
city, whether it be large or small, the greatest thing that you could 
do would be to have a healthy educational program, in other words, 
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teach the youth that it would be just as dangerous to kiss a rattlesnake 
as it would be to take the first shot of a narcotic drug. 

Mr. CrarK. I couldn't agree more, Senator. Of course, a great deal 
of that teaching must, of course, come from the schools, over which 
we have no control, because we have a separate school board here, the 
churches—which I understand are alert to the problem—and the 
home. I agree with everything you said, Senator, but I think every 
now and then we tend to believe that government can do a little more 
than it actually can in these fields. 

I believe we can provide leadership, law enforcement, and rehabili- 
tation. But in the end, in a democracy, the citizens can’t expect to 
have themselves pulled up by their bootstraps. And in the end it is 
the character of the citizens that one must appeal to in this problem, 
as many others. 

Senator Wetxer. I merely asked the question, Mr. Mayor, on the 
assumption that any mayor of a city will provide that leadership to 
educate the people, or he wouldn’t be holding the job he has. 

Mr. Criark. I couldn’t agree with you more, sir. 

Could I make a few brief and rather tentative recommendations, 
Senators, as to what might be done to improve this problem. And I 
suppose as is so often the case, when we local officials appear before 
Federal bodies, far too often we have tincups in our hands to ask for 
more money for services than we feel we can provide ourselves. My 
recommendations do deal with what we think the Federal Govern- 
ment can do to be of greater assistance in this particular area. 

In the first place, we would suggest that the Federal Government 
should make a more earnest effort to control the illegal entry of nar- 
cotics. As Senator Daniel said in his opening statement, most of the 
material, the narcotics which cause this problem, comes from abroad, 
from Communist China, from Mexico, and elsewhere. 

I would suggest that more adequate funds for the customs inspection 
service, which would enable them to put on more customs inspectors, 
would pay off many times its cost in the community and the United 
States asa whole. It may cost the Federal Government a little more 
money to put back the 500 customs inspectors who have been taken out 
of service since 1952, but in terms of our local law enforcement ef- 
fort, in terms of our overall help of our community, I would be con- 
fident that the contribution made by the Federal Government in that 
regard would be paid back many times. 

In the second place, I would suggest that our cooperation at the 
local level with the Federal narcotics agents, splendid though it has 
been during the last 5 months under the leadership of Mr. Bransky 
and his staff, would be even better if he had an adequate staff. 

We have been handicapped, and so has he, by the fact that he just 
didn’t have enough men to put on the problem. That has resulted in 
our furnishing a number of policemen who acted in the capacity of 
trained detectives—really they have to be trained first in this field— 
and they simulated becoming drug addicts themselves in order to en- 
trap these sellers of narcotics. 

We were very happy indeed to do that, and will be again. But it 
would have been even more helpful if Mr. Bransky had had a more 


adequate staff and could have carried a little bit more of the load 
himself. 
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Again I would suggest that the fiscal and monetary implications of 
this are minor, and that the community profit from increased appro- 
priations which would make a more adequate staff feasible would pay 
otf many times again. 

I might also suggest—and here I will admit the tin cup is clearly in 
evidence—that the Federal Government, which encourages local 
prosecution of offenders, might provide funds for the care, custody, 
and rehabilitation of narcotics addicts in State and local institutions. 

If other municipalities are expected to follow the techniques of 
Philadelphia—aggressive police action backed up by determined 
prosecution and stiff sentences for sellers, plus improved treatment 
and rehabilitation programs for users in local institutions—our finan- 
cial limitation is such that progress is going to be delayed, and may 
well result in the long run in not much progress at all. 

Now, I imagine that many Members of the United States Senate, 
including you two gentlemen here today, are pretty sick and tired of 
hearing me and other mayors come down and tell you that story over 
and over again. Our pet statistics are that the Government takes 
74.6 cents out of every tax dollar, and we have only 12 cents, and how 
can we expect it with that relatively minor amount of income to pro- 
vide these services at the local level, which frankly we believe are 
essential to the survival of urban civilization ? 

I have been making the same arguments in connection with re- 
housing. I realize there is already a request for Meyer Kestnbaum 
to work on the problem and give us some enlightenment fairly soon. 

But I can only say to you gentlemen that we are frankly in the 
situation where the clearly demonstrable needs of this community, 
including the need to stamp out this traffic, are in excess of the re- 
sources the community is prepared to devote to settling these needs. 

It is a problem, I know, that is just as tough at the Federal level as 
it is at the local level. 

But I would like to leave you with the thought that in the meantime 
Federal help in this particular problem seems the most feasible way 
of dealing with this problem and successfully breaking down the 
organized traffic in narcotics in this community. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for this opportunity. 

Senator Dante.. Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Mayor, I take it from that last statement of 
yours that you would agree with my political philosophy, that we 
might well spend some of these billions that we are giving away to 
other countries overseas here at the moment. 

Mr. CuarKk. Well, I am not sure that I would go quite that far with 
you, but I would think that at rather minimal cost to our Federal tax- 
payers we could provide services at the Federal level which would 
decrease the tax a good many times over if we consider Government as 
a unit instead of breaking it down into local, State, and Federal, and 
then feeling that each of us must defend his own little background. 

Senator We.ker. You know there is a certain limit to the blood 
that we can take out of the tax dollar and the taxpayer. 

Mr. CrarK. There certainly is. 

Senator WELKER. We realize the problem here at home, we realize 
the problem overseas, but some place we are going to have to draw 
the line. I don’t believe in supporting the whole world and letting our 
own States and Nation go down. 
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Mr. Criark. Senator, I respect and honor your views. 
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But 1 think 


it is hardly a time to get into a discussion of the foreign economics 


problem. 


Senator Dantrex. You raised it, sir. 
of dollars from the Federal level. 


You brought up the question 


Mr. Cuark. I think we can get into a question which goes above the 
Federal level. I think you respect my views, and I respect yours. 


Senator DanreL. You opened up the subject. 
Mr. Cuark. I am content to leave it there. 


Senator Dantev. I certainly agree to your first and second sug- 
gestions as to what the Congress can do on this matter. I believe that 
we should provide more men for the Customs Service, and for the 


Narcotics Bureau. 


On your third suggestion—and by the way, I want to say that 
one of our main functions is to secure suggestions from those dealing 
with this problem in the field as to what we can do in Congress to 
help you—on your third suggestion, that the Federal Government 
provide funds for the care, custody, and rehabilitation of the narcotics 
addicts in State and city institutions, let me ask you, do you have 
any State or city institutions for rehabilitation of narcotics addicts 


in Pennsylvania? 


Mr. Ciark. No, sir; we are doing it in our penal institutions at 
the moment. Again I will have to plead ignorance of the details, and 
ask you, sir, if you will, to ask Welfare Commissioner Wise, who is 
far more familiar with the details than I am, for a detailed answer to 


that question. 


Senator Dantet. I will do that. 


Now, we have had the suggestion made in reverse but this is the 
first time we have had it made that the Federal funds be given to 
State and city institutions, because actually there are very few State 
and city institutions now in existence equipped to handle this problem. 
We have had the suggestion though, that States furnish funds to the 
Federal Government to take care of addicts who are committed by 
the State courts to the Federal institutions at Lexington, Ky., and 


Fort Worth, Tex. 


Now, I want to say to you that this whole matter of treatment is 
very important and I am glad to have your suggestion. I would, 
though, just like to know if you have firmly fixed in your mind the 
idea that it is a Federal responsibility, and solely a Federal responsi- 
bility, to treat narcotics, addicts, or to furnish the money for their 


treatment. 


Mr. Cxrark. I don’t think it is established, Senator. 


I am suggest- 


ing that it might be a wise decision. But I would have to admit to 
you that the whole thing gets back to budget problems. I think so 
many of these problems can be handled much better at the local level, 
in fact I deplore the departure of functions from the local level, first 


up to the State level, and then up to the Federal level. 


But in the last analysis so many of them have gone there because of 


fiscal policy and budgetary policy. 


In the need, Senator Welker, to take so much of the tax dollar at 
the Federal level is, of course, due to the world situation. And the 
end result has been to popularize our municipalities, or to require 
them to levy taxes which their citizens are not very happy to bear, 


and which I think we must meet with the necessary political courage. 
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I don’t think any elected representative of the people ever likes to 
levy taxes, but sometimes we have got to do it. I am just suggesting 
to you, sir, that perhaps we are carrying a little more of a load than 
we can, in view of the distribution of the tax dollar. 

Senator Danren. Have you thought about exactly what the relation 
of the Federal Government, the city, and the State should be in this 
narcotics problems? In other words, would you agree that the Fed- 
eral function in enforcement, for instance, should cover smuggling 
and narcotics, crossing interstate lines ? 

Mr. CuarkK. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. And then illegal use of narcotics which were man- 
ufactured for medical treatment ¢ 

Mr. Criark. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanieL. Now, the Federal agencies seem to think that un- 
der our Federal laws those are the fields that they should cover. Of 
course, we have two Federal hospitals originally intended to treat 
criminals who had been convicted of other crimes but who are also 
narcotic addits. So therefore we have four fields. 

You feel that that is probably the extent to which the Federal 
responsibility exists in this matter? 

Mr. Ciark. I don’t think I am qualified to answer that, Senator. 
The position that you stated seems very reasonable to me, but I can’t 
pretend to be an expert in that field of intergovernmental relation- 
ship. 

Senator Dantev. At least here on the local level it seems that the 
work that we have heard about in advance in Philadelphia would 
indicate that our local officials, State and city, are working with the 
Federal officials somewhere along that basis and cooperating, real- 
izing that you do have a responsibility in the city and the St: ate in the 
matter of enforcement of narcotics laws, and trying to get the nar- 
cotics addicts off the street. Do you agree to that? 

Mr. Ciark. Absolutely. 

Senator Daniev. Now, Mayor, on the statistics, I agree with you 
that your statistics on the arrests and convictions sometimes will not 
present the true picture. I believe you have already stated that illicit 
narcotics traffic has been a real problem in Philadelphia. 

Mr. CuarK. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danteu. There is one place here that the statistics could 
be improved, it seems tome. As a matter of fact, about the only criti- 

cism that I have come up with here that was handed to me by any 
Federal officials was that the reports on addiction from Philadelphia 
have not been properly handled in the past. I am not sure that they 
are referring to it now. That is what I wanted to ask about. Do you 
know whether or not you have a system of reporting narcotics addicts 
who come to the attention of the local officers to the Bureau of Nar- 
cotics / 

Mr. CxiarK. The district attorney tells me, sir, that that appears to 
have been a defect of our system which was remedied when counsel 
of the committee called it to our attention, and we are now beginning 
to do it. 

Senator DanreLt. You mean the committee is getting somewhere 
already. 

Mr. Criark. Yes, sir. 

68489—56—pt. 2——2 
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Senator DanreL. Well, we appreciate that. 

I want to say this, I think it is important that throughout the 
Nation all law-enforcement officials cooperate with Commissioner An- 
slinger in sending in reports of narcotics addicts who come to their 
attention. They are kept in confidence, of course, but it is very valu- 
able information. 

Mr. Counsel, do you have anything? 

Mr. Gasque. I would like to ask the mayor about the degree to 
which he has press and public support in the drive against narcotics. 

Mr. Cxiark. I have no doubt that that support has been and will 
continue to be complete. Our newspapers here, I think, have as great 
a social consciousness as any anywhere in the country. They were 
very high in their praise of these two recent raids. I think all three 
of our iv newspapers are aware of this problem, and will give every 
possible cooperation. I see no evidence that there is anything other 
than public support. But I think we have to consider that statement 
with this: How do we really know about these things in any of the 
fields of government? I am confident that the people of Philadelphia 
are aware of this menace, and will cooperate in every feasible way in 
helping us to solve it. 

Mr. Gasauve. One other question, Mr. Mayor. 

Why do you believe that Philadelphia is the target for so much 
narcotic drugs, and particularly, what do you believe is the source of 
these drugs? 

Mr. CxarKk. Well, it would be largely hearsay on my part, Mr. 
Gasque. But my guess is that it comes from New York. We are 
pretty close to New York. We tend in Philadelphia—frequently un- 
fairly—to put the blame for many of our ills on New York. But 
my people tell me that that appears to be the center of the narcotics 
trade. And you can see why it would be, because the opportunities for 
importation through the port of New York, in view of its shipping, 
are somewhat greater than ours are. We don’t have any passenger 
traffic to speak of in the port of Philadelphia. We are hoping to get it. 

Senator Danrev. We certainly thank you for your cooperation, 
and we appreciate your kindness in coming before us this morning. 
And if you have further suggestions in the future, we would appre- 
ciate your letting us have them. 

Mr. CxiarKk. Thank you. 

Senator Dantet. Police Commissioner Thomas Gibbons. 


STATEMENT OF THOMAS J. GIBBONS, COMMISSIONER OF POLICE, 
CITY OF PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Dantet. Mr. Commissioner, will you identify yourself for 
the record, please? 


Mr. Grssons. Thomas J. Gibbons, commissioner of police, city of 
Philadelphia. 


_ I want to make just a brief statement to you honored gentlemen, 
in case you are ae under the oe that because of 


the fact that I am the police commissioner 
I am not an expert on narcotics. 
And, No. 2, I have no prepared statement. 
I thought I would like to point out to the committee, however, the 
fact that since we have been conducting these mass raids in Philadel- 


am an expert on narcotics. 
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phia, 1 late in January and 1 in April, I have noticed that we have 
shown a marked decrease in crimes of violence, particularly in the 
crime of armed holdup. 

And I have brought some statistics with me, which I will leave with 
the committee, and you can look them over. 

Senator Danret. What do you call this table of statistics? 

Mr. Gresons. This is a comparative monthly report of offenses in 
the city of Philadelphia, just in the major categories, for the months of 
February 1955 to May 1955; and it is a comparison between the same 
months of last year, and then the complete accumulated totals. 

And I think it will show a very clear picture-——— 

Senator Danrtev. This table will be made part of our record, as 
exhibit 1 of the Philadelphia hearing. 

(Exhibit 1 is as follows:) 


CIty oF PHILADELPHIA, 
POLICE DEPARTMENT, 
Philadelphia 7, Pa., October 20, 1955. 
To: Chief Inspector, Administration. 
From: Commanding Officer, Central Records and Communications Division. 
Subject: Narcotics violations statistics. 





February March April May | Grand total 


1954 1955 | 1954 | 1955 | 1954 | 1955 | 1954 | 1955 | 1954 | 1955 





|}; 
bul buh 





Offenses: | 
PR desc nda cbeewe<doseendaie | ite 11 16 | 20 19} 14 10 | 62 62 
CF ci decsnscnnnabacisuancterasaes 1 8 1 6} 0} 10; 0 19; 2 142 
i canna shdepdaiipeutentdy 48) 42 70; 74} 140) 5O| 65 27 | 323 193 
POM ie tidsee | 66] 67] 82) 96! 160! 178! 79! 56] 387! 397 





m| 15!| 12] 61 93 
80 0 “| 2 171 
61 | 102 41 | 427 | 286 











165 117 77 490 | 550 





MAURICE R. PLINER, 
Commanding Officer, Central Records and Communications Division. 

Senator Dantet. And if you wish to comment on it to us, you may. 

Mr. Gissons. I just want to point out that for the month of Febru- 
ary 1955 in comparison with the same month of the previous year we 
showed a decrease of 16.5 percent in armed robbery. We had a total 
for February of this year of 207, as compared with 248 for the previous 
year. 

Going to the month of March, for armed robbery we had a decrease 
of 14.4 percent. We had 196 for the month of March 1955 as compared 
to 229 for the same month of the previous year. 

Again, armed robbery—and if you gentlemen will notice, there 
has been a continuous decline—for April of 1955 we had 152 offenses 
reported, as against 211 for the same month of the previous year, a 
decrease of 28 percent. 

And now for the month of May we had 135 reported offenses, s 
compared to 298 for the same month of last. year, a decrease of 54.6 
percent in armed holdup. 

Now, of course, I realize that I am sticking my chin a way out when 
I go all out and say that there is a direct connection between the use 
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of narcotics and crimes of violence, those with a weapon. But if you 
gentlemen will examine the record which we have here, the arrest 
record, which we will leave with you, of those persons arrested in 
the January raid and those persons arrested in the April raid, I 
think you will see a remarkable picture, because not only are they 
purveyers of dope and sellers of narcotics, but also their arrest records 
for crimes of violence you will see spread among the records of holdups 
and robberies, burglaries, and I think Lieutenant McDermott will 
have something to say to you about that. 

That is all I have to say about it. I wanted to point that out to 
the committee. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Commissioner, does your table show any 
statistics with respect to shoplifting, purse snatching, things of that 
nature ¢ 

Mr. Gippons. No; those are just in the minor category. 

Senator WeLker. We have found many times that not only will they 
commit major crimes, but they will go to the stores and pick up an» 
article, sell it, snatch purses, and things of that nature. 

Mr. Giprons. Senator, the one reason that I picked armed robbery 
was because, as you gentlemen well know, it requires a little intestine] 
fortitude to walk into a store or place of business or go out on the 
highway with a weapon and stick someone up. And of course the 
general concensus of opinion throughout the police departments all 
over the country is that in order to do a job like this you must be 
“hypped” up. And that is why I pointed to this one category. 

You will see a decline in the other offenses, also. 

Senator WeLker. Your conclusions are very correct, in my opinion. 

Senator Dante. Also, did you check back into the records of these 
offenses of the previous year to see if you had actual evidence that 
narcotics played some part in the crimes of last year? 

Have you made a study of that ? 

Mr. Griszons. No, I haven't gone into it too deeply, Senator. I 
haven't gone into it that far. The reason I pointed this out is because 
this decrease has happened since January, since we have been picking 
up the sellers of narcotics. 

Senator DanreL. Now, Commissioner, are you familiar with the 
report forms that Commissioner Anslinger sends up from the Bureau 
of Narcotics for reporting addicts who come to your attention ? 

Mr. Grippons. No, sir, 1 am not familiar with the recording forms. 

Senator Dante. Have you had that matter called to your attention ? 

Mr. Grepoys. Yes, sir; I did, since the committee had their investi- 
gator around: yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Do you concur in what was said, we believe, by 
the district attorney. that the local officials will cooperate in sending 
those forms in hereafter ? 

Mr. Grppons. We have already started that, Senator. 

Senator DanieL. You have already started it? 

Mr. Gresons. Yes. 

I would like to point out that along those lines, Senator—I don't 
know, I may be going away out on the limb in making this statement— 
but I believe, and I hear this from my source of information, which 
would be the Federal authorities themselves, that we are not the only 
large police department in the country cooperating so closely with the 
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United States Bureau of Narcotics, in that, for some period of time, 
we have had Philadelphia ee officers working right in the United 
States Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

And I assume that all the information relating to drugs would be 
transmitted right to the local officer here. 

In fact, I want to be perfectly frank with you and give credit where 
credit is due. The idea of going after the seller of the drugs rather 
than concentrating the efforts on addicts came to me from Mr. Bran- 
-ky, who is the F ederal officer here. I had cooperated with him in a 

raid in 1953. And Mr. Bransky has been using our men and his men 

in collaboration, and using Federal funds to make the purchases. 
And I got most of my ideas from Mr. Bransky’s operation, because 
as the mayor pointed out, prior to this, the efforts of the Phil: adelphia 
police had always been directed against the addicts instead of going 
after the men who were selling the narcotics. 

Senator Danie... Do you have good cooperation here between the 
city officials and the Federal Narcotics Bureau? 

Mr. Giszons. Excellent; yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. And is that also true as to the customs agent 
here, or do you have any dealings with him ¢ 

Mr. Grppons. Very little dealings with the customs agent. 

Senator Danie. But you have good cooperation between the city 
law-enforcement officers and the Federal officers ? 

Mr. Grppons. Yes, sir; excellent. 

Senator Danret. Do you have any suggestion to make to this com- 
mittee as to how that could be i improv ed? 

Mr. Gippons. Well, the cooperation between Mr. Bransky’s oflice and 
my own department has been so excellent since I have been commis- 
sioner that I don’t know how we could improve on it unless I as- 
signed more men to Mr. Bransky’s office, which would help him, I 
know, but I am also shorthanded. 

But I want to point this out to the members of the committee, if you 
don’t know it, that in the raids prior to April, Mr. Bransky fur nished 
Federal funds for our use in making buys. He has been more than 
cooperative with us. 

Senator Dante. Do you object in any way to the responsibility that 
you have had to share? In other words, do you think you have had 
to share a greater responsibility than the city should in this matter, 
or do you agree that the city has at least the responsibility which you 
have been exercising in trying to solve the problem. 

Mr. Gipsons. Well, Senator, let me say this. I think it is a joint 
responsibility. And I think because of the fact that Philadelphia has 
in comparison to the Federal office here such a larger proportion of 
manpower, I think that we can operate the way we have been operat-. 
ing in close liaison with the Federal office. 

T would like to make this statement, Senator. I would like to see 
more manpower assigned to Mr. Bransky’s office. I know that for 
the job he is expected to do in this general area he is terribly handi- 
capped as far as manpower goes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you need more manpower for your own office 
also as far as narcotics are concerned ? 

Mr. Grspons. Well, at the present time I would like to point out that 
we have quite a few men in comparison to the total strength of the 
force doing narcotics work. 
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Senator Daniet. Do you have a narcotics squad ? 

Mr. Gippons. We have 2, 2 working on narcotics; yes, sir. One 
— working directly out of my office, commanded y Lieutenant 

cDermott, and there is one squad there working directly out of the 
detective bureau, commanded by Lt. Glasgow Driscoll. Both men are 
here to testify if you need them. 

Senator Dante. Exclusively on narcotics, or do they handle other 

Mr. Grepons. I would say roughly a total number of around 35 to 
40 men. 

Senator Danret. Exclusively on narcotics, or do they handle other 
things as well? 

Mr. Gripzons. No, sir; narcotics only. 

Senator Dante. Senator Welker? 

Senator WeixKer. No questions. 

Senator Danrev. Mr. Counsel, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Gasque. No questions. 

Senator Danrev. Mr. Commissioner, we appreciate your coming 
before us. As I understand it, Lieutenant McDermott will follow 
you and give us additional details. Is that correct? 

Mr. Grssons. Yes, sir. He is the man who does the work, Senator. 
I am just the boss. 

Senator Danrev. You are very modest. Thank you very much. 

Lt. Tom McDermott. 


STATEMENT OF THOMAS F. McDERMOTT, LIEUTENANT, 
PHILADELPHIA POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Senator Dantrex. Will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Mr. McDermort. My name is Thomas F. McDermott. 

Senator Wetxer. Lieutenant, will you name any pushers or addicts / 

Mr. McDermorr. I don’t see why I couldn’t, or why I shouldn't. 

Senator Danie... Suppose we swear the remaining witnesses, in case 
you should name someone who would want to contradict you, and 
possibly you should be sworn, also. Suppose we swear all the wit- 
nesses who are here today? 

Lieutenant McDermott, District Attorney Sam Dash, Lieutenant 
Driscoll, Commissioner Wise, and Mr. Finnegan, do you solemnly 
swear that the testimony you are about to give before the Senate 
Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you, God! 

(The above-named witnesses all answered, “I do.) 

Senator Danter. Lieutenant McDermott, will you identify yourself 
for the record ? 

Mr. McDermorr. My name is Thomas F. McDermott. I am com- 
manding officer of the special investigating squad attached to Com- 
missioner Thomas Gibbons’ office. 

Senator Danret. How many members do you have on your squad ! 

Mr. McDermworrt. At the present time 22. 

Senator Danter. Now, does your squad handle other cases than 
narcotics / 

Mr. McDermort. For the past 2 years we have been confining our- 
selves exclusively to narcotics traffic. 

Senator Dantex. That is for the past 2 years! 

Mr. McDerworrt. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danrev. The Commissioner talked a moment ago about 
another squad. Will you tell us a little bit about that. Is that sep- 
arate from yours? 

Mr. McDermorr. There is another squad under Lieutenant Driscoll 
who work exclusively on narcotics, and have been for, well, since the 
5 years Lieutenant Driscoll has been working on it. 

Senator DanreL. How many men on his squad, if you know? 

Mr. McDermorr. He has 16 or 17 active members working on 
narcotics. 

Senator Danrex. Does that mean, then, that you have a total of 38 
police officers in Philadelphia working exclusively on narcotics? 

Mr. McDermorrt. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. How do you separate the responsibility of the 
two squads? 

Mr. McDermott. Well, our squad was organized several years ago 
to combat a number of armed holdups and robberies that had been 
taking place in the city of Philadelphia. And at that time we were 
fortunate enough to clean up a number of gangs that were operating 
in and about the city of Philadelphia, and committing holdups and 
robberies. After that. Commissioner Gibbons called me into his 
office and told me that he had a request from Mr. Bransky, supervisor 
of the Federal narcotics office in Philadelphia, to give him some assist - 
ance in trying to combat the narcotics evil in Philadelphia. 

Commissioner Gibbons told me to go to Mr. Bransky’s office and do 
whatever Mr. Bransky asked of me. 

At that time we decided that the best way to approach this problem 
was to get undercover men on the streets to try to make buys. 

Senator Dantet. What was the date that you began ? 

Mr. McDermorr. I was assigned prior to this occurrence that I am 
talking about. Commissioner Gibbons had me working with Mr. 
Bransky with just several men—lI think we had 3 or 4 men working 
out of Mr. Bransky’s office, that is, before we started on the active 
drive. And my purpose, upon Commissioner Gibbons’ instructions, 
was to try to acquaint myself as much with the Federal Government’s 
ways of working as I could, their methods of operation in securing 
evidence against narcotic peddlers. 

Senator DanteL. When did the active drive begin ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That was prior to 1953, sometime in the early part 
of 1953. It was then that we worked with the Federal officers who 
had been out in Philadelphia trying to make purchases of narcotics. 
The Federal undercover men made a number of buys in Philadelphia 
at that time, and my men assisted them in identifying them. 

As the Federal agent would make a purchase, practically in every 
instance there was a nickname—the man would be named “Poogy” 
or “Squarehead” or “Flathead” or “Big Nose”—and then it was our 
problem to learn the real identity of these men. The agent would 
make the purchase, give us the exact location, our men would go around 
into that neighborhood, and for some reason or excuse pick the man 
up that we thought was the man that had just sold the drugs, bring 
him in for questioning about something that—for instance, we would 
say that he was isevatved in a larceny or burglary. or we wanted to 
question him about it—and then we would secure his identity. return 
that identity to Mr. Bransky, immediately get a photograph of the 
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man that had been arrested previously, identify him, and put his 
name in the record, and a picture attached to the purchase that the 
Federal agent made. 

And on the strength of that information and that we received in 
Mr. Branksy’s office, we then had a meeting in Commissioner Gib- 
bons’ office; it was just early last year, or rather early in 1954. And 
Mr. Bransky, Commissioner Gibbons, and myself decided that we 
would go to our police training school, police academy, and take 
rookies from the school. 

Senator Dantez. Is that the State school, or the city ? 

Mr. McDermorr. City. As a new class of police rookies would be 
appointed, we would go up and look at those rookies and try to pick 
out men whom we thought would be of some value to us, who did not 
look like police officers, and we would be able to put them out on the 
streets, where they could mingle with the junkies, as they are called. 
and pushers, and make buys from them. 

We went to the police training school and we picked several young 
officers, brought them down into Mr. Bransky’s office, and had them 
acquaint themselves with the workings of the Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics. 

After we believed that they were in a position to go out and do a 
job, we took them out on the streets. We took these men and we 
placed them in various sections of Philadelphia where we thought 
that they could make purchases. We set them up on some occasions— 
on one occasion we put them in a poolroom and at a specific time, we 
raided the poolroom and took the officer with the group and brought 
him into our station house with the entire group, and treated him 
exactly as the other addicts were treated. 

We even went as far as to place him ina cell. And when the others 
were released we released him with them. 

Senator DanreLt. You are talking about your police officers, your 
undercovermen ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Undercovermen. 

Senator Danrev. You even put them in cells and treated them as 
addicts? 

Mr. McDernmorr. And let them mingle with these other underworld 
characters. 

They were discharged, and they went back into the crowd, into the 
underworld. And they were established as right guys, as it is called. 

It was then that we started to make purchases. We had one officer, 
Gilbert Hinnegan, who worked in South Philadelphia, and we had 
another officer, William Moore, who worked in North Philadelphia. 
We had another officer, Daniel Addario, who worked in West Phila- 
delphia, and other sections of Philadelphia. 

We had another officer, James Dolan, and we also had Gilbert 
Dougherty. 

Now, those officers placed themselves throughout Philadelphia and 
they became known as—a couple of them became known as pushers. 
As a result, these officers made, I would say, 125 or 130 aeiian of 
narcotics in several months. 

Senator Weuker. May I interrupt, Mr. Chairman?! 

Senator Dantet. Yes, Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. What drugs would these officers purchase? 
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Mr. McDermorr. Heroin and marihuana; heroin and marihuana 
were the drugs. And occasionally they purchased dilaudid, or mor- 
phine sulfate. And morphine sulfate would have to necessarily 
either come as a result of a burglary or as a result of a forged pre- 
scription. 

Senator WELKER. One other question, Lieutenant. Would your 
undercover agent ever be subjected to investigation by the peddler, as 
to scars on his arm ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, he posed as a pusher, and not as an addict. 
He posed as a man who had several prostitutes working for him, he 
had both of these enterprises working, and he had to have drugs to 
supply these girls, and he also had to have drugs to make some extra 
money on the side. 

Moore posed as an addict. And several times he was questioned, 
but he managed to wiggle out of it, stating that he was snorting a 
couple of times—— 

Senator WeLkKer. Snuffing? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. They place it on the back of their hand 
and snuff it up their nose. 

Senator Danteu. Sniffing, instead of injection ? 

Mr. McDermort. Yes. There are a number of addicts that use 
heroin and cocaine by that method, and do not use injection at all. 

Mr. Gasque. What is the most popular in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The injection. 

Senator Wetker. Go ahead, Lieutenant. I am sorry I interrupted 
you. ‘Tell us the rest of it. 

Mr. McDermorrt. As a result, every case that these officers would 
make, or every buy that they would make, would then come into Mr. 
Bransky’s office for his scrutiny. And he would examine it. And 
the drugs would immediately be turned over to a Federal agent, Harry 
Sterling, or Al Bendon, two of the best agents, I believe, in the United 
States, who would immediately safeguard that evidence, turn it over 
to the Federal chemists, where it would be analyzed. 

I think the approximate number in those cases was somewhere 
around a hundred defendants. That was the raid of January 20. 

Senator Danrev. As of January 20? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniet. Of this year? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Now, let me ask you this. On the purchases, did 
Mr. Bransky of the Federal Bureau furnish the money? 

Mr. McDernmorr. The Federal Bureau of Narcotics furnished all 
the money we used during that investigation. And we furnished the 
manpower. 

All those defendants were slated or booked in the Federal Building, 
and some were tried in the Federal court and some were tried in local 
courts. Out of all the defendants arrested, not one escaped, all were 
found guilty. We have 100 percent conviction. 

Senator Dante.. That is a pretty good record. 

Mr. McDermorr. It couldn't be better. 

Then, at Commissioner Gibbons’ direction, and at Mr. Bransky’s 
suggestion, we decided then to try this experiment, or this system or 
method of operation without the Federal Government’s assistance. 
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In other words, we would use our own funds, use our own police 
officers, and try to work the same way. 

We then secured 2 rookies, and Lieutenant Driscoll had 3 men 
working. We worked without the knowledge of what each other was 
doing. We worked separately. The only way we—I did not know 
his men, and he did not know the men that were working for me. 

Senator Dantev. I am not sure I got it a minute ago why there were 
these two different squads. Do you work in different areas of the city, 
your squad and Lieutenant Driscoll’s squad ? 

Mr. McDermorr. We were working on the narcotics peddlers. 

Senator Dante. Why did you have two separate squads to do the 
same job? 

Mr. McDermorr. We were working as a unit. But what I meant 
by that is, the undercover men that he had working for him were not 
known by my men, and the men that I had were not known by his men. 

Senator Danrev. In other words, you just had two units working 
on the same job? 

Mr. McDernorr. Yes, sir. 

— Dante. They were specially set up to operate in that 
fashion / 

Mr. McDermorr. As we worked previously with the Federal Nar- 
cotics. 

Senator Dante.. And they are not separate because of working in 
different localities in the city? 

Mr. McDermort. Most all of Lieutenant Driscoll’s work—the men 
that were working for Lieutenant Driscoll were working in the south- 
ern section of the city. 

The men that he selected were familiar with that part of the city. 
We thought that it was best for security reasons to keep the identity 
of these men unknown. We didn’t want anyone to know who they 
were and what they were doing. 

Senator Weiker. You patterned that after the FBI, their agents 
don't know one another? 

Mr. McDernmort. That is correct; yes. sir. 

Senator Dantet. Commissioner Gibbons, do you have something to 
add there at that point about the two squads or not? 

Mr. Gresons. I might point this out for clarification, Senator, that 
MecDermott’s squad was not originally set up as a narcotics squad. 
As I understand it, you are wondering why we have two squads. Mc- 
Dermott’s squad was originally set up to work on holdups, when I 
first formed the squad and brought Tom McDermott in from the 
detective division. He selected his own men, and we started to work 
on violent crimes. And then I got together with Mr. Bransky in 1953 
to set up this first raid, and then I took some of McDermott’s men and 
McDermott formed them into a narcotics unit. 

At that time Lieutenant Driscoll was in charge of the narcotics 
unit in the detective division, that is, in central. 

And then as we saw the extent of the narcotics trade, as we started 
to get into the trade, then I put McDermott solely on narcotics, and 
expanded Lieutenant Driscoll’s squad, put him in command of a 
squad, and expanded both squads. 

But we didn’t originally have the two squads set up to work at cross- 
purposes on narcotics. 
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Senator Danier. I understand it. We were just trying to get a 
clear picture of this work. 

I will be frank with you; I think that the best value of developing 
what has happened in Philadelphia is so that the officials in other 
cities of the country can see exactly what you did. That is why I 
would like to get that developed fully. 

Did you find that it was helpful to have a little consultation be- 
tween the squads within your office on this work? 

Mr. Grpsons. I always think that when we have a squad working 
directly out of the commissioner’s office and a squad working in the 
central area, it always tends toward competition, and when you have 
competition you have better business, shall we say. 

Senator Dantex. That is exactly what I meant by my question. 

All right, Lieutenant. 

Mr. McDermorr. And I think we knew that. 

Senator Dantet. You felt that? 

Mr. McDermorr. We felt that. 

Senator Danret. You wanted to do as good a job as Lieutenant 
Driscoll did with his squad out of the detective office ? 

Mr. McDernmort. That is right. I think we knew what Commis- 
sioner Gibbons had in mind. 

Senator Danrex. Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetker. I think it goes without saying that you took to 
the street in an attempt to get the pushers, the peddlers. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. Tell the committee how you acted, how you 
dressed. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Well, with me—I have been in the police depart- 
ment 27 years in Philadelphia, and I am known practically in every 
section of the city—and for me to have made an attempt personally to 
purchase narcotics would have been foolish. But the man we picked 
no one knew. And we would in each case work as a surveillance officer. 
We would keep our men under surveillance at all times. We would 
be in a position where if anything did happen we would be able to 
come to their assistance. And we learned that from two of the best 
Federal officers in the United States, as I said, Harry Sterling and 
Al Bendon. And they are experts in that field. They could keep an 
agent under surveillance, watch every move he made, and yet not be 
seen. And that is what we tried to do. And we were successful 
in doing it. 

Senator Werxer. Lieutenant, perhaps this line of questioning might 
be criticized by certain enforcement officers, but I hope they realize 
that my questioning will go on as a bit of education to those who would 
like to take the little gamble on that awful first shot which ruins 
people, kills them. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. In other words, I am interrogating on the propo- 
sition that they can’t beat the racket, because there are people much 
smarter than they are out to catch them eventually. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

maar We ker. Now, what was your biggest haul in your enforce- 
ment ? 

Mr. McDermott. You mean seizure? 

Senator WeLKer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. McDernorr. I think the biggest seizure that has been made 
recently in Philadelphia was made by Lieutenant Driscoll’s squad— 
the biggest seizure was made several years ago, and that was several 
full ounces, that was the biggest seizure made here—and then Lieu- 
tenant Driscoll’s squad made a seizure, the exact amount of it I 
wouldn’t be able to say at this time. 

Senator WeLKer. Seven full ounces of heroin would be $200,000, 
wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Approximately, in the field; yes. 

Senator WeLxer. Now, Lieutenant, did you trace this drug to an 
organized syndicate or an organized gang ? 

Mr. McDernorr. I will say without any fear of contradiction that 
we have no organized drug problem in Philadelphia, none whatsoever. 
We had a system up until recently where a man may set himself up in 
business and may be employing 5 or 6 pushers for him, and have 
them work for him. But he would be in one specific location, one 
specific location where he would do his business. It was no mob. 
The only close approach we came to any group setup in doing business 
was Randolph Graves, Clarence Miles, and a man named De Loache, 
William De Loache. ~ 

Now, Lieutenant Driscoll and myself, after we began to get into 
this thing deeper, we began to hear different pushers mentioned— 
“Biggy” Graves and “Lefty” Miles—and it was then that we tried to 
concentrate on those two men. And we did arrest them. Graves was 
given 10 to 15, Miles 5 to 15, and De Loache 5 years flat. 

And we convicted those men in this manner. We had something 
that we had never had happen before in Philadelphia where we were 
given the privilege, after we arrested the pusher and he was convicted, 
of having his sentence deferred until we were able to talk to each 
pusher and learn his source of supply. And in any number of cases 
the pusher was forced or compelled to tell us who his source of supply 
was. And Ithink on 10 different occasions Judge Carroll sat right in 
court as a committing magistrate where we had the pusher that was 
arrested identify his supplier, and had him held for the court at the 
same time. 

Senator WeLKker. Did they talk freely, Lieutenant? 

Mr. McDermorr. We had some talk freely, but the majority did 
not. But with the help we received from the district attorney’s office 
and Judge Carroll we were fortunate enough in doing something that 
we were never able to do before, get to the upper brackets. And we 
got some people that were pushing drugs for a long while and were 
never convicted before. 

Senator Dantet. I believe we have arranged to have 2 or 3 of these 


people who did tell about their activities as peddlers here this after- 
noon. 


Mr. McDermorr. They are available. 

Senator Danrex. Do you know who they are? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Who are they? 

Mr. McDermorr. We have Margaret Moore, we have Wilma Porter, 
we have Sawyer Porter. 

Senator Dantet. Is that a man? 

Mr. McDermorr. That is a female. 
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Senator Daniet. Can you give us just a little description of each 
of these persons, just identify whether they were pushers or not? 

Mr. McDermorr. Wilma Porter was a woman who ran a house on 
Diamond Street in Philadelphia who was pushing drugs; she ran a 
house of prostitution and a house where you could purchase narcotic 
drugs. 

Senator Dantet. Any others? 

Mr. McDermorr. Margaret Moore lived on 11th Street near Colum- 
bia Avenue, and she just confined herself exclusively to the sale of 
drugs and illegal whisky. 

Senator Dantet. John Wallace? 

Mr. McDermorr. John Wallace was a man who was in the bail- 
bond business. He was a college graduate. Randolph Graves and 
John Wallace had themselves set up in the bonding business. It was 
after they formed their ee that they decided—or rather, 
Randolph Graves induced John Wallace—to go into the drug business 
as a supplier. He would supply the drugs; Wallace would take the 
orders, secure the orders from pushers throughout Philadelphia. He 
would then make contact with Randolph Graves for these orders, 
and would go down and pick up the goods and then deliver them to 
the individual pushers throughout Philadelphia. 

Senator Daniet. Have you named Joseph Farro? Are you famil- 
iar with him ? 

Mr. McDermorrt, Yes, sir. Joseph Farro was one of the men that 
was arrested in the January raid as a result of Federal-police co- 
operation. Farro is aman—l believe his arrests date back to 1923—he 
has been arrested for practically every known crime, and he branched 
off into the narcotics traffic and sold drugs to one of the police officers 
that was assigned to Mr. Bransky’s unit. 

Senator Danrev. One of your undercover men? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. What about Martorano? 

Mr. McDermorr. That is a case that Lieutenant Driscoll handled 
exclusively. 

Senator Danret. We will ask him about that. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you would, I would like to have you ask him 
about that. 

Senator Danie. All the others that you have testified about, have 
they been convicted ? 

Mr. McDermorrt. All have been convicted, yes. 

Senator Wetker. These people who are to appear later on today, 
to your knowledge, have they been given any promises? 

Mr. McDermorr. Each one has been represented by counsel and has 
been advised by their own counsel as to their rights, and their counsel 
has been notified that they were being brought here. 

Senator Wetker. And none of your colleagues presumed to give 
them any encouragement to talk? 

Mr. McDermorrt. There were no promises made to them, and as I 
said before, on two of them—Wallace was brought into our district 
attorney’s office by his own attorney, and was willing to tell his entire 
story as to participating in the narcotics racket. 

Senator WELKER. We wanted that in the record, Lieutenant. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Daniet. Our investigator, Mr. Speer, advises me that 
those whom you have named and who will be called this afternoon have 
agreed to testify before the committee. 

Mr. McDermorrt. I believe they have. 

Senator Danie. Is that your understanding ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. Now, then, I believe you had gotten along in your 
narrative of the situation here to the point where your own police 
force was going out with its own money and its own program on 
another abe 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danren. Go ahead, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, it seemed to us that in the past there was 
too long a time between raids. In other words, we believed that the 
individual pusher on the street would just assume that there would 
be no further action for 6 months to a year. And we had that in 
mind. And with the permission of Commissioner Gibbons, and at his 
suggestion, we put these young men out on the street, some of them, 
prior to the January raid. We anticipated that there might be some 
activity right after the raid by a couple of smart boys who might 
decide to black-market to get into what we called the gravy train, 
while they are being tried in court and while all of the officers are 
engaged in prosecuting these people, we thought that they would 
get out on the street and start selling, which is exactly what they did. 

Vhile the raids were going on, the following morning we inade several 
purchases on the streets, even though the newspapers and radio and 
television had given full descriptions of the raid. And we made 
several purchases. 

Lieutenant Driscoll’s man and my man, I guess they made over 200 
purchases. And they consisted largely of heroin, with marihuana 
sprinkled in on occasions. 

Now, each one of these defendants were tried in our court. It was 
then that Mr. Dash, the present district attorney in Philadelphia, laid 
out the plans where we could get speedy indictment and try these 
people. And we tried them and convicted every one of them. We con- 
victed—well, Mr. Dash has the exact figures and the exact number 
of bills of indictment, and everything, and I don’t have the correct 
number. 

Senator Danie. When you say “our court,” you mean the State 
court ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The State court, yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. The last group was tried entirely in the State 
court ! 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. And we didn’t lose a customer. 

Cone Dantet. Well, do you have anything else to tell the com- 
mittee 

Mr. McDermorr. No, except this. Mr. Speer and myself and other 
officers went over our books—I have what Commissioner Gibbons 
spoke about, a system that we employed in both raids—as an officer 
would make a pater as he would go out on the street and make a 
purchase, and he would give us the name of a man—I spoke of this 
before—I have a nickname on each arrest, and as the nickname is 
given; for instance, in this case it would be “Lovey,” it would be our- 
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job to establish who “Lovey” is. We then would—in nearly every 
ease we knew who the name was from our experience of working 
around with these le—we would then get a Spscarse and have 
the officer that made the purchase identify the photograph, we would 
immediately get a copy of his record from our police records room, 
and attach it to his folder. 

Senator WELKER. What do you mean, “larceny by flimflam” back 
here? 

Mr. McDermorrt. That is larcency by trick. 

Senator Wexxer. I see. 

Mr. McDermorr. Now, Mr. Speer and I went over all these books, 
and we found out just through checking them that 80 percent of these 
people that were arrested in both raids had no prior arrests—had 
prior arrests for other crimes other than narcotics, and this was their 
first arrest for narcotics. 

Senator Danie. Was that 80 percent of both raids? 

Mr. McDermorr. Both raids. 

Senator Dante.. Of both raids combined ? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

menebe Dantex. In other words, both raids included about 200 

eople 
: Mr. McDermort. Slightly more than 200 people. 

Senator Dantex. And the investigation made by you, and our in- 
vestigator, Mr. Speer, of these records showed that they had been 
engaged in other crime and arrested before they were arrested on 
the narcotics charge? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. And the overall picture of the entire 
arrest of both raids, 90 percent of our defendants, 90 percent of those 
arrested had been arrested for crimes, mostly crimes of violence. 

Senator Dante... That would bear out what the Commissioner 
said, then. In your opinion, can this decrease in crimes of violence in 
the last few months be attributed to your narcotics convictions? 

Mr. McDermort. Yes, sir. The addict, I imagine, in other cities, 
just as well as in Philadelphia, is responsible for a number of our 
crimes. Practically every addict that is arrested in Philadelphia has 
two or more arrests, for every crime known. Take till tapping, which 
is robbing cash registers, shoplifting, purse snatching, Saaaae of 
all descriptions, and burglaries, Sct and robberies both by gun 
and by knife and by strong arm—— 

Senator Danie. Mr. McDermott, I wonder if the committee might 
have these books to look over for a little while during the day? 

Mr. McDernmorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Those two books contain the records on all of 
your more than 200 who were convicted this year? 

Mr. McDermorrt. I think Lieutenant Driscoll has his book. 

Mr. Driscouu. I will have to send and get it. 

Senator Daniev. Your combined books would have all that were 
convicted this year in them? 

Mr. LL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDermorr. I will say this, that we had a magistrate—in 
all the cases as we would secure evidence we would take an affidavit 
for the arrest of the person responsible for selling the drugs, and 
we had the good fortune of having Magistrate James McBride, 
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through whom we knew absolutely we would have no difficulty in 
securing all these warrants. And Lieutenant Driscoll and myself 
secured all our warrants for all these arrests from Magistrate 
McBride. 

Senator Dante. Did you secure all of your warrants on the same 
day? 

Mr. McDermorr. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did you make all these arrests on the same day? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, we made these mass arrests, but there were 
some people that it took us a little longer to identify than others. And 
when we accumulated the names of everyone that we wanted, we 
then secured the warrants. Seventy-five percent of them we received 
at one time. 

Senator Dantex. And you made the arrests simultaneously ? 

Mr. McDermott. Yes, sir. We followed the same pattern as Mr. 
Bransky’s system of operation, which we believe cannot be beaten. 

Senator Danrev. In other words, the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, 
through Mr. Bransky here in the Philadelphia office, gave the train- 
ing to your local narcotics agent; is that right? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. The men were assigned to his office 
under his direct supervision prior to going on the raid—that is, in the 
first raid, in January, but in the April raid those men did not work 
that way, but we followed the same pattern. 

Senator Danret. In other words, you had learned how to give the 
instruction to your own men? 

Mr. McDermorr. Then we went into business for ourselves, And 
Magistrate McBride, I may say, held each defendant under $5,000 
or $10,000 bail—practically all were held under $10,000 bail for action 
of the grand jury, and 1 man was held as high as $50,000 bail. And 
with that cooperation we were able to keep them where we could have 
them for speedy trial. 

Senator Dante. Mr. Counsel, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Gasque. One or two, Mr. Chairman. 

I do want to ask you this qeustion about tie-ins with other cities. 
Do you believe your peddlers have tie-ins with other cities? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, we know on one occasion we heard a cer- 
tain place mentioned in New York—in fact, practically all our push- 
ers, that is, the ones that were dealing in large quantities, mentioned 
New York City, and mentioned different places in New York City. 
And when we obtain information of that nature, we turn it over to 
the Federal authorities, 

Mr. Gasque. As far as you know there does not exist in Philadel- 
phia a wholesale house for heroin ? 

Mr. McDermort. I absolutely don’t see how it could be possible. 

Mr. Gasqur. But you do have evidence that at least on one oc- 
casion one of the group spoke of—I think sometime before here 
today—spoke of receiving financial assistance from the outside. 

Mr. McDernorr. Yes, we believed that, we believed that one group 
received financial assistance from the outside, but we were never in a 
position to definitely tie in the person who put up the funds. But we 
did establish the fact that the connections of several of our biggest 
pushers—several of our biggest pushers were getting it from a specific 
place in New York. And at Mr. Bransky’s suggestion, and with Mr. 
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Gibbons’ permission, we took one of our police officers, Gilbert Hinne- 
gan, with two Federal agents, and had him make an arrangement in 
Philadelphia to go to New York City and enna narcotic drugs. 

This officer met the arranger, the man who set up the deal. His 
name was Jetter, Eugene Jetter. Eugene Jetter set the deal up on 
Dauphin Street near 19th in the city of Philadelphia. The arrange- 
ments were made to take Gilbert Hinnegan, the officer, to New York, 
where he would meet the man. 

Hinnegan did so, and went and purchased on two different occa- 
sions, 1 full ounce of narcotic drugs for $400 on each occasion. 

He was then kept under the agent’s surveillance and brought back 
to Philadelphia. I believe one package was brought back here to Mr. 
Bransky’s office, and the other was turned over to a New York au- 
thority. 

Jetter was tried here, Eugene Jetter, and the other man on the New 
York side of the deal was Fleming Jetter, a brother of Eugene Jetter, 
and he was tried in New York. 

Senator Weixker. Was he convicted too? 

Mr. McDermoit. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Now, I believe that you have some information—you 
need not reveal it all now if you do not want to—about some money 
coming into this . to support the narcotics racket here. 

Senator Dante.. Let me interrupt and emphasize what the counsel 
said said, Mr. McDermott. I just want to say by way of emphasis 
that you do not need to reveal to this committee any information 
would would be helpful to you in this work if you kept in confidence, 
all you have to say to us is just that “We are working on that,” and 
we will not go into it now. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir, that was going to be my answer. I was 
going’ to state that that information we are trying to develop, and 
if — later make an arrest on. 

Senator Dantex. So you would rather not go into that now? 

Mr. McDermorr. I would rather not. 

Mr. Gasque. What streets in Philadelphia are most prominent for 
the drug racket, and what places of business. 

Mr. McDermorr. One street in particular, South Street in South 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. Gasque. What is the boundary ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The boundary would be from 12th to 17th Streets, 
five blocks. 

Mr. Gasque. Principally in place of business, or on the street ? 

Mr. McDermort. Well, we had one place at 13th and South, which 
was a taproom, that seemed to be the local distribution point. 

Senator Dantet. What is the name of that taproom ? 

Mr. McDermort. Sportsmen’s Bar. 

Senator Dantet. And what is the street ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The northeast corner of 13th and South. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you close it ? 

Mr. McDermorr. It is closed, it is definitely closed. 

Mr. Gasque. You have a policy of closing place of business when 
it appears that they might be the source of narcotics? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Well, the proprietor and all persons employed 
in the place were arrested. Lieutenant Driscoll’s squad and my 
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squad swooped down on them on two occasions and arrested everyone 
in the place. On one occasion the arrests showed that 8 of the 17— 
I believe it was 17 people we arrested in the first raid—that 15 of 
them had been arrested for crimes, including the bartender, who had 
been arrested 17 or 18 times, even for crimes of robbery. We arrested 
the proprietor of the place and he is now under indictment in Phil- 
adelphia for operating or permitting persons of ill repute to frequent 
a licensed premises. 

Senator Dantrex. Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetxer. Before I finish my private investigation here, 
tell me, what is a frequenter of a disorderly poolroom ? 

Mr. McDermorr. On several occasions we had poolrooms where 
there were persons convicted of a number of crimes—loud, boisterous 
talk, obscene talk in the place—just in plain words, a joint. 

Senator Weixer. In other words, it is a crime to go in there? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. And what is this that you call “crap shooting on 
the highway”? Is that a different crime from crap shooting in a 
room ¢ 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, they specify where he was arrested. If he 
was arrested inside, the charge would be a little bit different. 

Senator Danien. You know, some of these defense attorneys want 
specific allegations. 

Senator Wetxer. I never heard that before. 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, he would be charged with keeping and 
maintaining a gambling house on the inside, and on the outside, un- 
less you could prove that some man was running a game—if you could 
prove that he was running the game you could charge him with set- 
ting up and running the game. But it is almost impossible. When 
you come upon them, they run, and the ones that you grab you charge 
with gambling on the highway. 

Senator Wetker. What do you mean by the word “fugitive” which 
you have on some of these pictures ? 

Mr. McDermortr. That is one of the men that we have purchases 
on but have not apprehended. But we were very fortunate in that 
respect, there were only a few that we missed. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know how many you missed ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Out of the January raid with Bransky, I be- 
lieve—we had one arrested this morning in connection with that, Rob- 
ert Clark was arrested this morning. His picture is in the book 
there, the big book. Robert Clark was arrested as late as this morn- 
ing. I believe we only have 5 or 6 fugitives now from the January 
raid. 

Senator Dante. In other words, under indictment ? 

Mr. McDermortr. Yes, sir, warrants are obtained for their arrest. 
And certain of the fugitives from the April raid have already been 
indicted and charged with the crime. And when they are arrested 
they will go right directly into court. 

Senator Wetxer. There is no Robert Clark in this book that I 
find. 

Mr. McDernmorr. Bobby. 

Senator Wetker. There is a Robert Clark, but it doesn’t say he 
was a fugitive, Robert Clark is not so designated. 
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Mr. McDermorr. We knew that he was around, but we didn’t know 
where he was. 

Senator Dantev. Did any of them jump bail bond? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. How many? 

Mr. McDermorr. In the April raid I believe we had three that 
jumped bail. 

Senator Danrev. How much was the bail in those instances? 

Mr. McDermorr. One was $4,700, another was $5,000, I believe 
there were two $5,000, and one $4,700. 

Senator Danre.. Two $5,000 and one $4,700. 

Do you have any ideas about this bail business? Do you think 
that under some circumstances that it might be well if for certain 
violations of the narcotics laws the judges had discretion as to whether 
or not to grant bail? I am not talking about the constitutional as- 
pects now, because we haven’t gone into those. I should phrase the 
question in this way. Have you had occasion to witness that in many 
instances narcotics violators will jump bail? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, they will. 

Senator Dante. For instance, now we have a witness subpenaed 
before our committee. I hope we will get him. He is in the Federal 
jail, and I hope it will be arranged. But he jumped a $5,000 bond 
from Canada several years ago. And then at least 2 of his confeder- 
ates jumped $25,000 bond, or $50,000, I am not sure which. And so 
it does seem that some of the bigtime racketeers in his business pay 
no attention whatever to a heavy bond. And you have found the 
same thing to be true with reference to some of the smaller racketeers, 
is that true? 

Mr. McDernmorr. Yes, sir; several of them have jumped bail. But 
that department, may I say, can be explained a lot better by Mr. Dash, 
our district attorney. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know who put up this bond for these men ? 

Mr. McDermorr. The bail was placed by bonding companies. In 
every case that we had where the defendant’s name was called in 
court and he failed to appear, Judge Carroll immediately notified or 
told Mr. Vincent Panati, who was assistant district attorney, and who 
is here, and who prosecuted, along with Mr. Martin Vinoicer, another 
assistant district attorney, they ordered the bail sued out, that Mr. 
Panati bring the papers to him, if possible, at recess, or an hour or 
two after, and insisted that the bail be sued out. 

Senator Wertxer. Do you know of your own knowledge whether 
these same bonding companies were writing bonds for pushers and 
peddlers even though they had suffered terrific losses in the cases of 
these men that forfeited their bonds? 

Mr. McDermorr. I am not qualified to say, or I am not in a position 
to say, what bonding companies went each individual’s bail. But 
I know just from hearing in court that the same bonding company was 
mentioned on several occasions where the defendant failed to show up. 

Senator Wetxer. Lieutenant, I wonder if you would be so gracious 
to the committee as to have each one of your acquaintances, the district 
attorney or the assistant, whoever has knowledge of this matter, to 
submit to us the names of the bonding companies, the men selling the 
bonds, and where they operate here in the city of Philadelphia. I 
would like to know that. 
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Mr. McDermorr. Mr. Panati and Mr. Dash are both here. 

Senator Wetxer. Very well. Perhaps he hasn’t thought of that. 
We would be glad to have that information. I want to talk to the 
chairman about it after we finish the hearings. 

Senator Danrex. Mr. Counsel, do you have some more questions ? 

Mr. Gasque. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Do you have anything else to say, Lieutenant, about the geographical 
areas in Philadelphia involved in the narcotics trade? 

Mr. McDermorr. In some areas we have practically no violations 
reported at all, several sections of the city. The biggest majority of 
our arrests and the purchases were made in a specific area, an area 
bounded by Read Street in the southern section of Philadelphia, and 
Lehigh Avenue in the northern section, and from the Delaware River 
on the east to about—well, we could go out in the northern section of 
West Philadelphia where we made a couple of buys. 

Senator Dante. Now, on the south side, you bounded the area 
there. Did you complete that? 

Mr. Gasque. Yes. 

About how many square miles? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, I will explain it this way. Our city is di- 
vided into police districts, a number of police districts. Now, I could 
state the police districts, give you the police districts. We have a dis- 
trict called the 17th district. That is in South Philadelphia. We 
have another district called the 19th district, which is in South Phila- 
delphia. And we have a 23d district in North Philadelphia, and a 31st 
district in North Philadelphia, and the 38th and 42d districts in West 
Philadelphia. Those districts were the districts where most of the 
purchases of narcotic drugs were made. And I will give you an ap- 
Recaps: will say from—well, we have an area from, say, 12 

locks in width, and, say, 30 blocks bounded, 12 by 30 blocks. 

Senator Danrtet. Is this in the south district? 

Mr. McDermorr. North and West Philadelphia comprise the 38th 
and the 42d, the 23d and the 31st, that is in North and West Phila- 
delphia. That is where most of the buys were made, in one section: 

d then in the 17th, 19th, and 34th districts is where the buys were 
made in South Philadelphia. 

Outside of those districts I mentioned there were very few pur- 
chases of narcotics made in the other districts in Philadelphia. 

Senator Dante. Being a stranger to Philadelphia, I just want to 
ome that I have it right. Are these separate districts? Do they not 
join? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Separate police districts. 

Senator Dantet. Are they separate areas of the city or do they join? 

Mr. McDermorr. They join. 

Senator Danteu. Do you mean to say that the area in which you 
have made most of your narcotic arrests, where you have most of the 
violations, is within an area of the city that is contiguous? 

Mr. McDermortr. Yes. It would be the central, north central, and 
western sections of the city. 

Senator Danret. North, central, and western sections? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And they join? 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danzet. And is the entire area where this problem has been 
concentrated, is that entire area within the number of blocks that you 
described to Mr. Gasque? 

Mr. McDermorr. Approximately—I will say, we go to 1400 south, 
that is the 1400 block south, and then we will go to the 2600 block 
north. Now, that would be 14 blocks to Market Street, and 26 blocks 
above Market Street. 

Senator Dantzt. In other words, in an area of about 14 blocks by 26 
blocks, that would be the area in which this problem has been con- 
centrated ? 

Mr. McDermorr. That is the lengthwise. And then we will take 
from 8th Street in the northern section of the city to 33d Street, that 
is the north-central section of the city. That is covered by Market to 
Lehigh Avenue. And then we got out in West Philadelphia west of 
the Schuylkill River for, I would say, about 20 blocks west of the 
Schuylkill River. 

Senator Daniet. That would be three separate areas ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. They are not contiguous, they don’t join, these 
three separate areas do not join, they are in different parts of the city? 

Mr. McDermort. They are in different parts of the city, but they 
join each other. Market Street separates North Philadelphia from 
South Philadelphia. 

Senator Daniex. I will get a map during the recess and get that 
clear in my mind so I will be sure we have it clear in the record. It 
isn’t clear in my mind, but we will work that out later. 

Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetker. What is it, a manufacturing area, or business 


buildings, or residential area? 
Mr. McDermort. There are some manufacturing areas involved, 
but very little. It is mostly residential. 
Senator Weixer. Are the people there pretty well-to-do? 
Mr. McDermort. I wouldn’t sz y that; no, sir. The section where 
t 


we did it is really the lower class of the city. 

Senator WeLxker. Do you also make your investigations out in the 
silk-stocking row where people are better fixed ? 

Mr. McDerrmorr. Yes, there have been some arrests made out in 
those areas. But we have only made one arrest in the real northeastern 
section of the city where one of our defendants was arrested. And 
that was the only defendant that we had that lived in the upper north- 
eastern section of the city; all the others were in the central, north- 
central, South and West Philadelphia. 

Senator Werxker. Lieutenant, in looking at your book I noticed 
that most of those convicted are from one race. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. I am wondering whether you use the same vigor 
and same prosecution effort toward people of the opposite race. 

0a cbeseers. We prosecute both races, one as vigorously as the 
other. 

Senator Wetker. How do you account for the fact that there is such 
a preponderance ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, it seems at the present time the ones that 
ure engaged in the narcotics racket are mostly of the Negro race. 
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Senator Wetxer. Is there anything that you can tell us as to what 
causes that? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, practically all the males—and females 
too—of the ones that we have arrested have at one time or another 
been engaged in illicit enterprises, either in prostitution or gambling 
or some former rackets. And it seems that they have gone into the 
drug field because it was a little more lucrative. That is the pushers 
I am speaking of. 

Senator Wetxer. Of course, when you look at the graduates of our 
many penitentiaries throughout the country, you have many white 
people. 

Mr. McDermorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. I am somewhat surprised to see the predominance 
of one race against the other. I thought perhaps with your vast 
experience in the prosecution and arrest of violators you could help 
us out and tell us perhaps something that would help us help these 
unfortunate people. 

Mr. McDermorr. We have tried everything that we know of to try 
to get everyone that was involved in this racket, whether they be white 
or colored, it didn’t make any difference. And it seems that when we 
get to a certain level we arrest them, and if there is anybody above that 
level where we arrested Graves, they just stop, they refuse to tell us. 
Now, we believe there are some other people involved behind Graves, 
Miles, and DeLoache, but after we talked to them about that they just 
cut us off. We believe that they definitely had a white connection. 

Senator Dante. Where they white men? 

Mr. McDermorr. No, Negroes. 

Senator Danteu. Graves, Miles, and DeLoache? 

Mr. McDermott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. And those are some of the enh you think may have 
got out-of-State funds for the dope racket ¢ 

Mr. McDernorrt. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. What do you mean when you have the word 
“special” above the picture in the case of a defendant, “special,” refer- 
ring to one Leroy Wiley ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Leroy “Bus” Wiley, I know him very well, in fact, 
I sent him to the penitentiary for holdup and robbery of a hotel 
back, I guess, it was in 1948 or 1947, somewheres around there. He 
held up a hotel in the northern section of the city, and he disrobed 
the entire people in the hotel, the owner of the hotel and everybody, 
_ made them disrobe, and they carried the safe out on a very snowy 
night. I recall Mr. Wiley personally. And he went to jail for the 
holdup and robbery on this case. 

Senator Weiker. And that is the reason you have the word “special” 
by his name? 

Mr. McDermorr. You just happened to mention him. 

Senator Weiker. You have written above his name and picture 
“special.” 

Mr. McDermorr. I see. “Special” written on that is for the fact 
that Mike Pachini was finished with him. 

Senator Werxer. I notice he was quite special, he has been before 
the officer 20 times, including the time that he held up the hotel. 

Mr. McDermort. Yes, sir. 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 371 


Senator We.ker. That is my concluding question. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. McDermott, we certainly thank you. There 
was no implication in Senator Welker’s question that you were not 
enforcing the law against all violators regardless of race. 

Mr. McDermorr. I understand that. 

Senator DanteL. You understand that fully, I am sure. 

And I might say to you that this committee has avoided that ques- 
tion as much as possible. But the Army records that were submitted 
in a prepared statement by the Army a year ago showed the incidents 
in the ioe to be more prevalent in certain races than in others. 
And it certainly is not critical of the members of that race when 
the Army put that information in there, or when you arrested more 
members. As a matter of fact, it might be an indication that we 
ought to be doing more for members of that race to help them eco- 
nomically and otherwise in order that they will not be as easy victims 
to this kind of racket. Being a southerner, I am very glad to put 
that in the record. 

Senator WELKER. I want to say, Lieutenant, that you have impressed 
this committee as being an outstanding officer. The city should be 
very proud of you. And I base that on a background of prosecution 
and defense of many years, and the fact that my father was a law- 
enforcement officer. You impress me very much. 

Now, I want to ask you this question, Lieutenant. Is there any 
way an enforcement officer or the public in general can tell when a 
man is using dope ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, from practical experience, the men that 
work with me, and I know Lieutenant Driscoll’s group, we can pick 
an addict out of a parade. On nearly every occasion, if a man is 
charged up 

Senator WeLker. You mean full of dope? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir. You can tell just by looking at him, his 
general appearance. He has the appearance of a man that is just 
about this far with whiskey, he just looks like a man that is just about 
ready to have a load, he looks like a man that is nearly drunk, in other 
words. 

Senator WeLKer. You mean about to fall over? 

Mr. McDermorr. No; I mean just to a point where he has just had 
enough. We look at his eyes, his eyes show immediately that he is high, 
what they call high. But the junky, the user that needs drugs, is easier 
to identify than the man 

Senator We.KeEr. That is because of his nervous twitch ? 

Mr. McDermorr. And his run-down appearance, he looks like he 
is ready to fall. We have had a number of cases where they have 
been so sick that they have actually fallen to the ground. We have 
had a couple in the cells awaiting hearings that became so sick they 
just didn’t care, they laid on the cell floor. And the average person 
on the street never gets a chance to see anything like that to see what 
narcotic drugs will do a person. On a number of occasions I have 
tried to get pictures of persons in that condition. You can tell an 
addict, anyone that is working with them or has had any experience 
with them at all can tell them even from behind, walking down the 
street we can usually pick them out, or if we are riding up a street 
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and we see two we can pick them out from their general walk and 
appearance. 

Senator Wetxer. Lieutenant, do you agree with Commissioner 
Anslinger that an addict will do anything to get the drugs he thinks 
he needs ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, anything. 

Senator WELKER. One other question that I want to ask you, Lieu- 
tenant. Based on my knowledge of this, it seems to me that drugs 
have caused many of our heinous crimes—murder, cutting, dismember- 
ment of people, some of the most vicious and terrible crimes. Have 
you had much experience as to that in the city of Philadelphia? 

Mr. McDermorr. Definitely. I have had cases where they have 
killed police officers. I have had cases 2 men were involved and 
killed a police officer in a holdup of an American store, 2 men, 
Elliott and Frank, 1 of them had been using drugs—well, he was 
using up to $30 a day in drugs, and he was financing the drugs from 
holdups, the money that he received from holdups. 

Senator Wetker. You are familiar, no doubt, with the famous 
Black Widow murder in Los Angeles, where I practiced law. That 
case was never solved, but the person who did the overt act in that 
case cut the legs, the hands, the ears—it was a horrible crime—and 
foul language was cut on the body of the beautiful lady. Have you 
had any experience with that in your 27 years? 

Mr. McDermott. I have never run into any case like that, actually. 
But I know this, and the average person does not know it, that the 
addict is a vicious person. I mean a habitual addict, a man that is 
a confirmed addict. I think he can be responsible for doing anything. 
And he has only one thing in mind, and that is to satisfy his habit, 
and he will satisfy it no matter how he gets his money. We have 
had them steal their mothers’ clothes, and even go as far as to pawn 
their fathers’ clothing and shoes to obtain money, take the television 
sets out and sell them, take radios. We had one man—this goes back 
a few years—a man named Price, his father was dying of cancer, 
and Price was to inject his father three times a day with morphine. 
And instead of giving the father morphine injections, he was giving 
him warm water and taking them himself, despite the fact that his 
father was in great pain. 

You have heard the expression, “He would put his mother in jail.” 
We had a case about a month ago where we went to a house at 2013 
Oxford Street, and made a raid on the house, and we recovered or 
seized a large amount of narcotic drugs. Right prior to going in we 
made several seizures from persons coming out of the house with the 
drugs, and they told us the name of the man that they got the drugs 
from—who, incidentally, was convicted in 3 raids—we had him in 
3 raids when I was working with Mr. Bransky’s office—his name was 
Martin—he was convicted of the sale of narcotic drugs. But on this 
occasion when we went back into the house, somehow or other he had 
gotten out of the house, and the only one in the house was the mother 
and couisin and the mother’s sister. But the mother had to have some 
knowledge of what was actually going on, because the telephone was 
ringing constantly, and orders were coming in for drugs. We asked 
her if she wanted to tell us where her boy was, and she refused to co- 
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operate. And to make a long story short, we arrested the mother and 
held her for $10,000 for possession of narcotics. Contact was made 
with the son, and his report was, “Leave mother go to court, she has 
no prior convictions, I have prior convictions.” And we arrested him 
in the meantime. 

But the addicts, these men that we are arresting day in and day out, 
who have been arrested sometimes as high as 15 or 20 times for drug 
addiction. They have no idea of curing themselves. They have at 
the time of their arrest, but immediately when they are released from 
prison they go on the stuff. And they will lie, steal, do anything to 
obtain the drugs. 

Senator Wetker. What do you think about recommending manda- 
tory life imprisonment ? 

Mr. McDermort. I think the higher the sentence the better chance 
we have of keeping them off the street. Of course, I have some opposi- 
tion there to life sentence, and Mr. Bransky, I think, has another view 
on that, but I think the longer we give them the better. 

Senator WeLKER. Do you faatiek that as one member of the com- 
mittee I have advocated that the death sentence be invoked ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes, sir, I remember that. 

Senator WELKER. Yes, since those people will be responsible for the 
death of someone else. 

Mr. McDermorr. We had a case only recently where a 19-year-old 
girl, her name was Constance, she went to New York and died in New 
York from an overdose of drugs. And the man that took her there, 
we had him arrested and turned him over to the New York authorities, 
but unfortunately they had no law to cover it.~ And I don’t believe 
they have an addiction law in New York. And we know definitely 
today that 

Senator Weiker. Well, Iam sure that the chairman will agree with 
me that such testimony as you have just given will help us immeasur- 
ably when we start to argue any bill that we might propose in the 
United States Senate. That is something the American people don’t 
seem to think about. 

Mr. McDermort. The average person doesn’t know what is going 
on, sir. 

Senator Wetker. They don’t think of this cancer, as the chairman 
has described it, as something that might well destroy the human race. 
Now, that is a big statement. Thomas Jefferson said in Monticello 
that whisky alone was killing one-third of the American people. What 
in heaven’s name is that compared to dope? 

Mr. McDermorr. They don’t care what they do, who they hurt or 
what method they take to obtain the drug, that doesn’t make any 
difference to them, as long as they obtain it. 

Senator Weixer. Thank you very much, Lieutenant. 

Senator Dantev. You will be available later if we need you, will 
you not? And don’t fail to keep on making arrests while the com- 
mittee isin progress. You will be available if we need you? 

Lieutenant Driscotz. Mr. Finnegan has a luncheon engagement, I 
understand that his statement will not be long, so we will take him 
next. 
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TESTIMONY OF J. FRANCIS FINNEGAN, DIRECTOR, PHILADELPHIA 
YOUTH SERVICES COMMITTEE, AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF 
THE CRIME PREVENTION ASSOCIATION OF PHILADELPHIA 


Senator Daniex. Will you identify yourself ? 

Mr. Finnecan. My name is J. Francis Finnegan. I am director of 
the Philadelphia Youth Services Committee, and executive director of 
the Crime Prevention Association of Philadelphia. 

Senator Danie. You may proceed, Mr. Finnegan. 

Mr. Finneean. Mr. Chairman, I have been asked to testify as to 
the extent of the problem as it involves juveniles. And I would like 
to say, too, that while Philadelphia, like the entire Nation, has wit- 
nessed an increase in the number of children who have violated the 
law, we think we have been very fortunate in that we have not had 
the children in Philadelphia involved in the use of narcotics. 

As evidence for that statement, I would like to point to the fact 
that during the year 1953 we had only 4 children, 4 boys, who were 
charged with violation of the drug laws. During the year 1954 we 
had 7 children, 5 boys and 2 girls, and medical examinations disclosed 
the fact that there was no evidence that 2 of the 7, 1 boy and 1 girl, had 
used drugs. 

I would like to report to you that for the first 5 months of this year 
we have not had any arrests of juveniles in the State of Pennsylvania 
for violation of the drug laws, “juvenile” in the State of Pennsylvania 
including a child up to 18 years of age. 

Senator Dante. No arrests of juveniles on narcotics charges this 

ear? 
Mr. Frnnecan. That is right, sir. 

Senator Dantex. That is in the entire State, you say ? 

Mr. Frynecan. No; the city of Philadelphia. ‘And we are always 
asked for reasons as to why we think we have avoided children be- 
coming involved in this problem. And I would like to comment on 
what I think has been a fine program of cooperation between the 
schools, the Juvenile Aid Bureau and the association which I repre- 
sent. I think the schools have done a very fine job in educating the 
children and the parents as to the harmful effects of drugs. They 
have educated the faculties and the members of the teaching staff to 
be on the alert and to look out for and be able to identify children who 
might be using drugs. 

I think that that has been most helpful. And I think another fac- 
tor has been the periodic examinations of children, which of course 
in our own school system take place once every 2 years. 

We also think, sir, that the program that has been inaugurated in 
Philadelphia, which is referred to as the “referral program” which 
involves the cooperation of representatives of 600 officials throughout 
the city, has been of help. These people, both lay and $rofessional 
people, meet in the 23 police districts throughout our city once a 
month, where they review the cases of children that have come in 
contact with the police either as a result of an arrest or a complaint. 
And they have been alerted as to what to look for and how to report 
any evidence they have to relate which would help in curbing the 
traffic in drugs among school children. 

Senator Dante. Are they paid workers? 
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Mr. Frnnecan. Paid workers direct the program, but by and large 
we have heavy participation of lay people in this program. 

Senator Danret. How many people attend these meetings, or how 
many belong to this organization ? 

Mr. Frnnecan. We on 23 sectional committees, every one of our 
police districts in our city. And once a month representatives of or- 
ganizations, the schools, the churches, and all the hee eo 
and lay people meet around a table where they consider children in 
that particular area where they have come in contact with the police, 
either as a result of an arrest or a complaint. 

They arrive at a decision as to which agency is in the best position 
to help that particular child. 

Senator Dante. Who coordinates the program, what individual 
officers ? 

Mr. Finnecan. The program is coordinated by the Juvenile Aid 
Bureau, the Police Department, and the Crime Prevention Associa- 
tion, which I represent, which is a private agency, which provides the 
professional caseworker investigations and the police the information, 
and we work as ateam. In directing the program, the professional 
workers of our organization and the policemen who have been trained 
on this particular job work together. 

Senator Danret. What is the name of your own particular organi- 
zation ¢ 

Mr. Finnecan. The Crime Prevention Association. 

Senator Danir.. Is that a private organization ? 

Mr. Finnecan. That is a private organization. But I would like 
to make some reference to this Philadelphia Youth Service Commit- 
tee. 

Senator Danret. Before you leave the Crime Prevention Associa- 
tion, is that subscribed to by citizens of Philadelphia ? 

Mr. FInnEGAN. It is supported by the Community Chest, sir. 

Senator Dantet., And are you the director of that? 

Mr. Finnecan. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. And that is a Crime Commission like some of 
the committees—— 

Mr. Frxynecan. Well, the Crime Commission is one phase of our 
program. We have a 21-man commission, which is one phase of the 
total program of these associations, 

Senator Dantex. Of the total program ? 

Mr. Finneean,. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. That is a separate crime commission ? 

Mr. Finnecan. Yes. We are members of the National Association 
of Crime Commissioners throughout the country. 

Senator Dantet. Has the Crime Commission interested itself in the 
subject of narcotics ? 

Mr. Frnnecan. We have concerned ourselves with all phases of law 
enforcement. 

Senator Dantex. That is the Crime Commission ? 

Mr. Finneean. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. And the organization that you direct is called 

Mr. Finnecan. The Philadelphia Youth Services Committee, which 
is a committee made up of all the representatives of our public organ- 
izations and our citywide private agencies. 
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Now, we have been working together, we consider the problem to- 
gether, and the possible solutions for meeting this problem. 

. Senator Dante.. Which of these organizations is financed with city 
unds? 

Mr. Frnnecan. The Philadelphia Youth Services Committee. It 
is financed by the city of Philadelphia and by the Board of Education. 

Senator Danret. There are several organizations here. I want to 
get your position with the city-financed organization. 

Mr. Frynecan. I direct that program. 

Senator Danret. Go ahead. 

Mr. Finnecan. That is the extent of my testimony, I think, sir, 
that the reasons for the fact that we have not had too many problems 
involving children and the use of narcotics has been this program of 
cooperation to which I referred. 

Senator Dantet. When you have these monthly meetings, do you 
yourself put the names of children who have been in trouble before the 
committees ? 

Mr. Frnneean. Yes, sir. They are cleared through the counselling 
systems of the schools. 

Senator Danret. Do you have a prepared statement or any detailed 
information concerning this program that you can put in the record ? 

Mr. Finnecan. Yes. This report which I have here will refer to 
both the program of the Philadelphia Youth Services Committee and 
the work of the association. 

Senator Dante.. That is the report of 1954? 

Mr. Frnnecan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. That will be made a part of the record and marked 
“Exhibit 2” of the Philadelphia hearing. 


(Exhibit 2 is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF J. FRANCIS FINNEGAN, DIRECTOR OF PHILADELPHIA YOUTH SERVICES 
COMMITTEE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF CRIME PREVENTION ASSOCIATION OF PHILA- 
DELPHIA 


VIOLATION OF DRUG LAWS BY JUVENILES IN THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 


While Philadelphia has witnessed an increase in the number of children taken 
into custody for violation of the law, an examination of all the available evidence 
indicates that the use of narcotics by juveniles has not been one of our problems. 
For example, during the year 1953 we had 4 boys and no girls arrested for viola- 
tion of drug laws. During the year 1954 7 children under 18 years of age were 
apprehended by the police of Philadelphia, charged with the use of narcotics. 
Of this number 5 were boys and 2 were girls. Medical examinations disclosed the 
fact that there was no evidence that 2 of the 7 (1 boy and 1 girl) had used drugs. 
During the first 5 months of 1955 arrests of juveniles disclosed that there were 
none charged with the use of narcotics. (Note: During the last two raids, there 
were no juveniles involved. ) 

Several reasons can be advanced as to the reason for this low number. First 
and foremost, I would list the program of cooperation between the juvenile aid 
bureau and the schools and the Crime Prevention Association. The schools in my 
opinion have done a fine job in educating children as to the harmful effects of 
drugs; in educating the teachers to be on the alert for evidence that would indi- 
eate the use of drugs by students; and through periodical medical examinations. 

The juvenile aid bureau of the department of police, which is the largest bureau 
of its kind in the country when the population factor is taken into consideration, 
has done a very intensive job in educating the public to be on the alert for evidence 
that would indicate that the use of the drug was being promoted by adults. 

The Philadelphia referral program, sponsored jointly by the Crime Prevention 
Association and the juvenile aid bureau, has developed a program for informing 
all parents of children who come in contact with the police either as a result of 
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arrest or complaint, to look for the kind of evidence that would indicate their 
children were using drugs and the steps they should take where they find such 
evidence. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


(1) While the community is striving to eliminate those conditions which con- 
tribute to this problem, the Federal, State, and local authorities should step up 
their campaign to close the source of drugs with additional manpower. 

(2) A carefully thought out eductional campaign should be conducted by 
schools and other agencies to combat the use of the drug. 

(3) The program of cooperation described here today among the law-en- 
forcement agencies and the agencies which have responsibility for directing 
youth programs. 

Senator Daniet. Do you have anything else for the record that 
would help us in knowing more about these organizations ¢ 

Mr. Finnecan. Well, all reference to the or ganizations participat- 
ing is in the report. 

Senator Dante.. Well, I may say that we are glad to have this in- 
formation. I am sure that it will be helpful, and I think that you 
ouhgt to be commended, and all the others that work on the matter, 
for the fact that you have had a decrease in juvenile addiction or 
involvement in narcotics here in . eee 

There are some cities in the Nation in which there has been an in- 
crease in recent years, I am thankful to say not much. But cities like 
yours. ev idently, which have really been doing something about the 
problem, are the ones where we are showing ‘the decrease, so much 
so that nationally we are having a decrease in junevile addiction. 

All right, thank you very much, sir. 

Senator Danzex. Lieutenant Driscoll. 


TESTIMONY OF GLASGOW DRISCOLL, LIEUTENANT, PHILADELPHIA 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Senator Danrex. Lieutenant Driscoll, you have been sworn, have 
you not? 

Mr. Driscoty. Yes. 

Senator Danie. I want to compliment you on your part of the fine 
work that has been accomplished in the raids this year. We would 
be glad to hear from you. You have heard the testimony thus far 
given. Would you give us any additional information or narration 
in your own words before we ask questions ? 

Mr. Driscott. Yes; I would like to start back when I first became 
a member of the narcotics unit. 

Senator Dantev. I believe you started off this narcotics unit, did 
you not? 

Mr. Driscott. No—— 

Senator Dantex. I mean, you have been in it longer, your squad 
has been at it longer than the —— 

Mr. Driscoti. The squad headed by Lieutenant McDermott; yes. 

Senator Dante. He is giving you a little competition now, is he? 

Mr. Driscoti. Competition is good. 

Senator Dantex. Friendly competition 

Mr. Driscott. Friendly competition. And we work in competition 
with each other, and it has worked to the advantage of everyone 
concerned. 
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Senator Danret. You are completely separated from each other, and 
yet you are in complete cooperation ? 

Mr. Driscotn. We are in complete cooperation with each other. 

In April 1953 I became a member of the narcotics unit, and worked 
as a member until January of 1954. At that time Commissioner Gib- 
bons placed me in command of the narcotics unit. I have 16 men, 
1 sergeant and myself, 18 in the squad. 

It was Commissioner Gibbons’ belief, and justly so, that every drug 
addict was a potential burglar or a thief, and his orders to the squad 
at that time were to get every user off the streets, put him in prison, 
in an effort to cut down on the crime rate in the city at that time. 

During 1954, the narcotics unit made 754 arrests for sale, possession, 
and use of drugs. Most of these addicts were locked up, they were 
examined by a police surgeon, and if they were found positive they 
were held for court. 

The court sentence is usually 1 year in prison for the first offense. 
By that method we took many potential thieves off the street. 

In April 1954 we arrested a user of drugs, Rudolph Van Hook, and 
after questioning he admitted to 40 burglaries throughout Philadel- 
phia, some shoplifting jobs, and others where he would go out and 
break into places at night. His drug habit cost him $40 a day. One 
of the jobs that he did was in an air-conditioning concern in the 4500 
block of Baltimore Avenue, where he and another drug addict went 
into this place that was open for business and carried a 34-ton air 
conditioner out of the place. They just went in as two workmen, took 
the air conditioner, and took it outside, put it in a cab and hauled it 
away. 

Senator Danie. What were they working on; heroin ? 

Mr. Driscotu. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. That is what they were loaded with? 

Mr. Driscotn. Yes. They sold that air conditioner for $100 to the 
owner of a grocery store, whom we arrested and who was sent to 
prison. When we contacted that air-conditioning concern, they could 
hardly believe that the two men had come in during the daylight hours 
and had taken the air conditioner out, with all the employees in the 
store. 

Rudolph Van Hook told the owner of that store in person how he 
had gone in with the other man and carried the air conditioner out. 

Senator Wetxer. May I interrupt your testimony here? One of the 
first cases I prosecuted as a young man out in Idaho was a case in- 
volving a man who took the butt end of a six-shooter and knocked 
the plate glass out of a jewelry store and stole watches, rings, and so 
forth, while standing within 30 feet of a uniformed policeman. The 
attention of the officer was directed toward what was going to be on 
at the motion-picture theater for the next day. That man had much 
intestinal fortitude. 

He was then under what they call “snow”—that is what they call 
heroin. 

Mr. Driscotu. Well, a person who uses drugs, sir, has no respect for 
anyone or fear of anything when they are under the influence of drugs. 
They take many chances that the ordinary citizen would not take. 

Senator Wetker. Continue, Lieutenant. I am sorry I interrupted 
you, but that brought back memories. 
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Mr. Driscotz. In April of 1954 we received information that the 
owner of a supermarket at Sixth and Wharton Streets here in Phila- 
delphia by the name of James Bozzi was again dealing in narcotic 
drugs. He had been arrested in 1950 and sentenced to 2 years in 
prison, which he did, and we heard he was working again. 

I put 4 men on surveillance to just watch his store. After about 
5 weeks, during which time we hired a huckster wagon, we used all 
sorts of means to hide ourselves from him in order to watch his store; 
we saw known addicts enter the store and leave the store. 

When it came to the final day, we decided that we were going to 
arrest that man if we saw anyone enter or leave his store that day 
whom we knew was a drug addict. We obtained equipment from the 
city street department, and we dug holes in the street, and we were 
working in that hole at 2 o’clock in the afternoon when we saw a 
known drug addict enter the store and remain about 5 minutes. 

Looking in through the window of the store, we saw Bozzi leave 
the store and go up to the second floor. When he came down, the 
addict left the store. We immediately climbed out of the hole and 
rushed in and took Bozzi. We had a search warrant to search his 
building. We took Bozzi and went to the second floor. 

We asked him where his bedroom was. He showed us his bedroom. 
We figured that was the most likely spot for the drugs to be hidden, 
if the drugs were there. 

We searched his bedroom all around. Sitting on the floor next to 
a clothes hamper was a small pinball machine about a foot square. 
On the bottom of that—the machine was old looking, but at the bot- 
tom of that, where the key would open the bottom, it was very shiny, 
where a finger had often turned the key in the lock on that machine. 

We asked Bozzi if he had a key for that machine, and he gave us 
the key from his pocket. When we opened it, we found 8 ounces of 
almost pure heroin, which is the largest seizure of drugs in Phila- 
delphia for quite a while. 

Senator Danie. How much would that be worth on the retail 
market ? 

Mr. Driscots. In the retail market it would have been worth a 
couple of hundred thousand dollars, or maybe more, because each 
purchaser of drugs cuts it again by adding milk sugar or quinine. 
Every time the drug is sold they cut it again. 

Senator Dantret. We will take a 5-minute recess. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Dante. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Driscoll, will you pick up where you left off? 

Mr. Driscotu. After the arrest of James Bozzi, we questioned him 
as to his source of supply, which he refused to give. 

He was tried in front of Judge Morgan Davis and sentenced to 
5 to 10 years in prison, where he is at the present time. 

And, also speaking of cooperation between different units in the 
city, in February of 1954 Commissioner Randolph Wise, whom you 
will hear after lunch, I believe, came to the narcotics unit, to Chief 
Inspector Kelly and myself, and said that a guard had been ap- 
proached by an inmate at the house of correction as to bringing in 
a package. And we had a meeting with that guard, Mr. Alexander, 
and he told us he had been approached by an inmate by the name 
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of Lorenzo Vincent, who had asked him to bring a package into the 
house of correction, for which he would pay the guard $5. 

And we told the guard to go along with that, but not to deliver 
any package or any note until he contacted us first on each occasion. 

And, working in cooperation with Commissioner Wise, after 2 
weeks’ time, this guard, Alexander, was given a note by Lorenzo 
Vincent to take to West Philadelphia, to the home of a man by the 
name of Benjamin Bell. And the guard brought us that note. And 
we opened it, photostated it, and sealed it. And in the note was a 
request from Vincent to Bell for some heroin to sell to several of the 
inmates at the house of correction. 

And when the guard Alexander delivered that first note to Ben- 
jamin Bell, Bell wrote one back stating that he had no drugs at the 
present time, and that Alexander was to return a week later. 

And during that week several notes were exchanged between 
Lorenzo Vincent and Benjamin Bell. And on February 8, 1954, Ben- 
jamin Bell gave to the guard a small package, which we opened as 
far as we could open it. It was in a small cellophane bag placed inside 
of a second bag and that placed inside of a third and fourth bag. And 
we were afraid to open that bag because it might appear that the bag 
had been tampered with. 

We let that go back into the prison and be delivered to Lorenzo 
Vincent. Three days later Lorenzo Vincent wrote a letter to Bell, 
which we had photostated, thanking him for the drugs and saying that 
the taste would be good, and that he hoped the next deal would be 
more. 

Two days later the guard was given $25 in money to take to the 


home of Benjamin Bell for more drugs. And on February 20, 1954, 
Benjamin Bell again gave the guard Alexander a ae to take 


back to the prison. And the guard gave us that package. 

We took it to the chemist, had it analyzed, and it contained 17 
grains of heroin, quinine, and milk sugar. 

We gave that package back to the guard, and he delivered it into 
the house of correction to Lorenzo Vincent. And at 8 o’clock that 
night we had 4 doctors standing by, and we took 34 drug addicts in 
1 section of the house of correction working with Commissioner 
Wise, and had those drug addicts examined by the 4 physicians. And 
> found that eight of them were positive as to recent use of narcotic 

rugs. 

Now, each of those eight admitted that they had received some of the 
drugs brought into prison by the guard and given to Lorenzo Vincent. 
And those eight men were arredok. 

And in questioning those men they gave us a statement that prior 
to their connection with the guard Alexander there was a man by the 
name of Morris Rosenblatt who had charge of the mattress factory 
at the house of correction. And they stated that he had been bringing 
drugs into the prison for some time, and that he had always charged 
them $5 a visit to bring them in, and that just before they contacted 
the guard Alexander he had raised his price to $10 a trip, and that 
is why they switched from him to Alexander. 

And we arrested Morris Rosenblatt and charged him with the sale 
of drugs, taking drugs into a penal institution. And he was tried last 
August and found guilty on eight bills of indictment. And all of 
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these prisoners who had used the drugs that Benjamin Bell had sent 
into the prison, they all testified that at some time or another in the 
past year—some of the men had been in the prison three times in the 
past year—and on each occasion Morris Rosenblatt had brought them 
in nutmeg and narcotic drugs. And they all testified in court. And he 
was convicted, as I stated before, and sentenced to from 4 to 8 years 
in prison. 

Mna that broke up a bad condition which Commissioner Wise had 
at the house of correction. And it was through the cooperation of 
the two units that we were able to break that condition up at the 
house of correction. 

During 1954 those 700 arrests—about 40 of them were for sale, and 
225 were for possession, and the rest of use. And this year so far, 
since we started—when the January raids were over, Lieutenant 
McDermott and myself each went to the Police College and packed 
out four undercover men. He had 3 and I had a mere youngster by the 
name of Burdell Beaman, 21 years old, a former cross-country star 
for Overbrook High School here. He was in Korea, was wounded. 
And he is a small build, and after I picked him out as an undercover 
man I decided that maybe we could dress him up as a woman. And 
we took him to a makeup place, we had a wig made for him, and we 
dressed him up as a woman. And his voice was very rough, and we 
didn’t know how to overcome that. So we made him a deaf and dumb 
mute, and dressed him as a girl. 

And he went into this section of South Street, and to the Sports- 
man Bar, which Lieutenant McDermott told you about, and within a 
period of 4 weeks he was able to purchase 60 purchases of narcotics. 
And he was one of the important cogs in this recent raid which was 
pulled by the police department alone. 

And I had two other men, Thomas Murray and James Burns, who 
each did an outstanding job. And Lieutenant McDermott’s two men, 
Smith and Addario, also did an outstanding job in breaking up this 
thing. And when the raid took place on the morning of April 20, and 
Magistrate McBride sat at 1 in the afternoon, each of those men that 
had sold drugs and knew that somewhere along the line they had made 
a mistake and sold to a policeman, or they wouldn’t have been arrested. 
But the look on their faces when they came out and saw these five 
undercover men—Lieutenant McDermott’s man Smith posed as a 
holdup man in that section of the city—and on one occasion when 
Smith made a purchase of drugs he was given ground up aspirin tab- 
lets. And on the following day he went back in the south section of the 
city with a gun, and he was going to kill the man that had sold him 
aspirin tablets. And immediately that seller of drugs went and gave 
him a package of heroin to make up for the package of aspirin tablets 
that he had sold him the day before. And all those men working 
under cover did an outstanding job for the city. 

We had one case where Eddy White, a hair processor in a barber 
shop on South Street, came to the detective bureau and sat down and 
wanted to talk to me. He said, “I am disgusted with the narcotics 
condition in Philadelphia, and I want to help you clean it up, and I am 
going to give you information that will lead you to the biggest pushers 
in the city.” 
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And after he left we became suspicious of his offer of help, it didn’t 
seem just right. And I picked two men to go on surveillance to 
watch Ed White. And after 4 days we learned that Ed White was 
selling drugs. 

Then we sent two undercover men, Beeman and Burns, they became 
patrons of that barber shop until they won the confidence of White, 
and each was able to purchase three packages of heroin from him on 
different occasions. And he was tried a week ago and given 5 years 
in prison for his offer of help. 

And in August of 1954 we learned that Raymond Martorano was 
pushing drugs in South Philadelphia. And we put a man on sur- 
veillance of him. And after 3 weeks we were able to catch him at 
16th and Sansom Streets, which is in the center of the city here. And 
he was delivering three capsules of heroin to a girl by name of Pauline 
Goldberg. And Pauline Goldberg had the three capsules of heroin in 
her hand as we watched the switch, and Raymond Martorano had two 
bills in his hand, the capsules sold at $3 each, and he had just given 
the girl $1 change. 

And in August of 1954 we were able to catch him again. And he 
continued in the sale of drugs until the early part of May of this year, 
when 2 of my men arrested Irwin Polin, who was in possession of 1 
capsule of heroin. And in questioning Polin he stated that he had 
got the heroin from another boy by the name of Irwin Shapiro. When 
we arrested Irwin Shapiro he told us of a girl who he knew as Lee, 
who later turned out to be Beverly Lee Roman, who lived at 702 Pine 
Street in Philadelphia. And we went down and arrested Beverly Lee 
Roman. And she turned out to be the biggest user I have ever seen. 
She used 20 capsules of heroin a day. 

Senator DanreL. What was the cost of that approximately ? 

Mr. Driscott, Her cost was anywhere from $50 to $60 a day. But 
she also sold drugs. And the profit she made from selling drugs paid 
for her drugs. Tt cost her nothing to use them because of the profit 
she made from selling, she kept her habit going that way. 

And in questioning this girl, she told us that her source was Ray- 
mond Martorano. And she was willing to help us break this condi- 
tion up. 

She stated that in March of 1954, while riding in New Jersey with 
a man she was engaged to marry, the car overturned and the man 
was killed. She remained in the hospital 7 weeks, and when she was 
discharged she returned to Philadelphia, and shortly thereafter was 
introduced to Raymond Martorano, who supplied her with narcotic 
drugs from the middle of May 1954 up to May 17 of 1955. And she 
stated that during that time she purchased anywhere from $500 to 
$800 worth of drugs a week from Martorano, and her profit from the 
sale kept her going during that time. 

After she was arrested she became a very important witness for the 
police. She was given a hearing before Judge Vincent Carroll sit- 
ting as a committing magistrate, and held without bail for her own 
protection, and turned over to the police. And we kept her in a 
central city cell room for a period of 2 weeks. And last week at the 
trial of Martorano she testified against him, and he was given from 
5 to 15 years in prison. 

This girl—she certainly would be able to give you gentlemen a 
true picture of what a drug addict is. 
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Senator Danret. What is her name? 

Mr. Driscotz. Beverly Lee Roman. She is now in Moyamensing 
Prison. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know if any arrangement has been made 
by the staff to have her here? 

Mr. Driscotz. Not that I know of. But I would like to see her 
here. 

Your Honor, Judge Vincent Carroll just told me that he will sign 
a court order right now, if you would like to hear this girl now. She 
will give you a true picture of what a drug addict is, and what drug 
addicts can do to you. 

Senator DanteL. The committee would be very happy if, after our 
investigator talks with her, she is agreeable to testifying. The com- 
mittee would certainly like to have her here tomorrow. And we ap- 
preciate the cooperation that you and Judge Carroll give us in having 
her here before us. 

Now, this Raymond Martorano, I see we have him on the list to 
interview this afternoon. Is that your understanding? 

Mr. Driscotn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And he will be available this afternoon? 

Mr. Driscotn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did he finally go on and talk and tell you about 
his operations? 

Mr. Driscotu. Not at all. He refused to tell us anything about his 
source of supply or anything of his connection. 

Senator WreLxKer. He is the one that got the girl on the habit? 

Mr. Driscotu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. He is going to dummy up this afternoon. 

Senator Dantet. We don’t know what he will do this afternoon. 

Mr. Driscotu. I don’t know what he will do here. He didn’t give 
the police any information at all. 

Judge Carroll just brought to my attention, sir, that he was sen- 
tenced only on one bill, and there are several outstanding bills against 
Martorano which have not been disposed of at the present time. 

Senator Dante. All right, sir, before we get too far from this man 
you dressed up as a girl, is he here with you today, this undercover 
agent that you dressed up as a woman ? 

Mr. Driscoit. I don’t have him here, but if the committee would like 
to have him here I could have him here in a short time. 

Senator Danreu. Is he white or colored ? 

Mr. Driscotz. He is colored. 

Senator Danret. To be perfectly frank with you, I do not know 
anything about the situation here. Do you have separate districts 
here in Philadelphia or areas in which the various people live, white 
and colored ? 

Mr. Driscoti. Of course, they are intermingled all over the city, 
but where this Burdell Beaman, the man we dressed as a woman, op- 
erated, 13th and South, they are white storekeepers, but most of the 
people in that section are colored. 

Senator Dantet. And this Sportsman Bar, was that frequented by 
both white and colored ? 

Mr. Driscotz. By both, but mostly by colored. 

And I would like at this time to thank Commissioner Gibbons, who 
at the beginning of this year had the foresight to supply money to 
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Lieutenant McDermott and myself so that we could go out and make 
the purchases of narcotic drugs ourselves. He has been a great help 
to the police department in combating this narcotic menace here in 
town. And also the district attorney’s office, which arranged for a 
high bail to be set as each case was heard, and for the cases to be listed. 
And also our thanks to Judge Vincent Carroll, who is present here to- 
day, for agreeing to sit and hear all of these cases. Thirty days after 
the time of the arrest they had all been indicted and sentenced to 
prison. And all of that was very important, because previous to that 
they would have been out on bail, and some would jump bail, and you 
would never hear from them again. And on this occasion here every- 
one worked in cooperation with each other, and it was a hundred 
percent success. 

Senator Danret. And were your men trained by Mr. Bransky of 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics ? 

Mr. Driscott. Mr. Bransky gave us all the help that he could, to- 
gether with Agent Sterling and Agent Bendon. And many of the 
little tricks we learned about the trade we learned from Mr. Bransky 
and the world of experience he has had over the years. 

Senator Dante. I see. And you attribute the success of the arrests 
and convictions this year, you attribute some of the success to the 
fact that high bail bonds were set, and that stiff penalties were meted 
out 

Mr. Driscoty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And fast trials; in other words, no delay in the 
trials? 

Mr. Driscott. That is it. Everyone realized that; everybody meant 
business, and there was to be no delay anywhere along the line. 

Senator Dantet. And do you have any suggestions to make to this 
committee as to how the Federal agencies can do a better job than 
they are doing now ? 

Mr. Driscott. My only suggestion would be along the same line 
as Lieutenant McDermott’s, when it comes down to the sentence. I © 
think that any man who sells drugs can’t be given too much time. 
Take a holdup man. He may go into a store and hold up a storekeeper. 
He hurts that individual storekeeper, and that is the only man that 
is hurt by his crime. But a person who sells drugs, and especially a 
person who sells it and doesn’t use it—a smart seller of drugs doesn’t 
use it, because he is too smart to use it—those people are committing 
murder on the installment plan; they don’t hurt one person, they hurt 
hundreds of persons. And they care nothing for anyone. 

Now, in the case of Martorano, who sold drugs, he has beautiful 
children. And I asked him if he didn’t think that some day maybe 
some of the drugs, or the crime that he was committing by selling 
drugs, might in some way come back.to his children, but he thought 
nothing of that. He has a lovely family. 

And I think that the sentence for selling drugs cannot be too severe. 

Senator Weiker. Martorano, is he a white man ? 

Mr. Driscotu. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. I would like very much to get at that gentleman. 

Senator Dantet. Now, Lieutenant, one other phase, and then we 
will go. Did you use the telephone taps in any of your investigations ? 

Mr. Driscotu. Yes, sir; we had a telephone tap on the house of 
Louis Harris, who is one of the men that has jumped a $5,000 bond. 
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And while listening to that tap, a man called by the name of Fred 
Ragan, who was tried before His Honor Judge Carroll last week, 
and sentence deferred until September, due to his promise to cooper- 
ate with the police between now and the time of his sentence, and he 
called Louis Harrie on the phone and asked him if he had any meat. 
And Harris said that he did. And he said, “Well, I need 2 pounds 
of pork chops.” And we had a vehicle parked outside of where we 
had the tap, which was two blocks away from Harris’ home. We 
left one man on the phone tap, and we went out and got in this 
vehicle and went down and watched the house of Louis Harris. And 
after sitting there about 5 minutes we saw Fred Ragan drive up in a 
Mercury automobile—and he circled the block 3 times. And the third 
time around he stopped about 20 feet north of Harris’ house, who lived 
at 638 North 57th Street in west Philadelphia. 

Harris came out and got in the front seat of the car with Ragan 
and drove away at a high speed. And we cut a truck in which we 
were riding directly into the path of the machine to make it stop or 
either collide with the truck. And as Ragan brought the car to a 
stop, Louis Harris jumped from the car and ran west from Poplar 
Street. And as he ran he dropped two quarter-ounce packages of 
heroin to the ground. We fired two shots over his head. And he 
stopped and was placed under arrest. 

And it that case he was held for $5,000 bail. And it was that bail 
that he has jumped. 

Now, had he been tried this time it would have been his fifth offense. 
He has done three prison sentences for either sale or possession of 
drugs. And it was through that phone tap that we were able to 
arrest Louis Harris. 

Senator Danret. Do you know of other cases in which you could not 
have made arrests without the use of the phone tap ¢ 

Mr. Driscoty. Well, there have been several here in the past 2 years 
that without the phone tap we would have been lost as to obtaining 
information from them. 

Senator Danrez. I will ask the district attorney or Judge Carroll 
about the use of the phone tap in court later. 

Mr. Driscoti. Lieutenant McDermott had two very important 
phone taps on, which he could tell you about better than Icould. And 
they have the records of the phone taps here with them. 

Senator DanteL. We may get back into that, because we have had 
the Federal officials already testify that in their opinion they should 
be allowed to use phone taps in narcotics cases and in subversion cases, 
subversion against the Government of this country. In such cases 
they should be allowed to use phone taps. 

Mr. Drriscott. We certainly feel that they should be allowed, be- 
cause without it—there are many important arrests that have been 
made here by the use of it that we probably never could have made 
without it. 

Senator Dantew. In other words, there is a lot of business in nar- 
coties carried on by telephone? 

Mr. Driscoti. That is right. 

Senator Daniet. All right. Do you have anything further to bring 
before the committee? 

Mr. Driscotu. No; I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Dante. Do you think it is an important thing, Lieutenant, 
that we have a good reporting system on addicts that come to the at- 
tention of law-enforcement officers to the Bureau of Narcotics in 
order that somewhere in this country the names of all of the addicts, 
and something about them, can be flown to a clearing house in our 
country ? 

Mr. Driscoti. Yes, sir; I believe in that. There should be some 
central spot where every addict in the country, as he would be arrested, 
that spot would be notified. 

Senator Danret. Are you acquainted with the system of Commis- 
sioner Anslinger, the system that he has set up to notify his office of 
all addicts on certain blank forms that he has? 

Mr. Driscotu. I don’t have the blank forms, but—Lieutenant Mc- 
Dermott just advised me that beginning today we would be in posses- 
sion of those forms. 

Senator Dante.. That is good. 

Mr. Driscotz. And previous to today every arrest that was made 
from narcotic drugs, both Lieutenant McDermott and myself have 
immediately sent Mr. Branksy a picture of that person arrested. 
But now with a combination of these forms we will be able to give 
them a better—— 

Senator Danrev. What else do you send in? For instance, on these 
people arrested for narcotic violations, do you send any report to the 
FBI or any Federal agency ? 

Mr. Driscotyt. The FBI would get a set of prints for each person 
arrested. 

Senator DanreL. With the information as to what the arrest was 
made for? 

Mr. Driscoti. What the arrest was made for; yes. 

Senator Danret. You do that on all arrests? 

Mr. Driscotn. Yes; the FBI would get a copy of all those prints. 

Senator Dantet. Who else do you send information to? 

Mr. Driscori. Outside of Mr. Bransky 

Senator Danret. That is what I am getting at, Mr. Bransky of 
the narcotics bureau. What do you send him? 

Mr. Driscott. All he got up to the present time would be a photo- 
graph of each person arrested and stating that he was arrested for 
use or possession or sale, or what he was arrested for. 

Senator Danret. You do not send all of the information that is 
contained here in your records? 

Mr. Driscoti. Now, if we get those new slips that you are talking 
about, then he would get a more complete record. 

Senator Danteu. Those slips are only of addicts, and frankly, they 
9 not contain all of the information that might be necessary in the 

uture. 

Mr. Driscotu. Well, if there was anything that we thought should 
be added, we could always put it on the back. 

Senator Dantet. There is a place for remarks. 

Mr. Driscoitu. That is right. And we could always add to anything 
that we wanted in there. 

Senator Dantet. Have you found marihuana to be a pretty serious 
thing in Philadelphia? 
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Mr. Driscott. We haven’t had too much. During the 200 buys of 
narcotics, during this past narcotic drive, only about 10 or 12 of them 
was for marihuana. 

Senator Danrev. Have you found that marihuana is the first drug 
used by some people who later get on into heroin? 

Mr. Driscott. With some; yes. And some start off directly on 
heroin. Not in all cases, but some use marihuana first and go on into 
ee they want something stronger that will give them a better 
kick. 

Senator Dantex. We certainly thank you. And you will be avail- 
able if we need to talk further with you? 

Mr. Driscotu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. And as I say, do not neglect your job. And I 
certainly want to pay a tribute in this committee to you, as we do to 
Lieutenant McDermott, for the fine work you did. And thank you for 
appearing before our committee. 

Mr. Driscotz. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Dantex. We will stand in recess until a quarter of 2 this 
afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 1:10 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
at 1:45 p. m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Danrext. The committee will come to order. 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL DASH, DISTRICT ATTORNEY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. (HAVING BEEN PREVIOUSLY SWORN) 


Senator Dantret. Mr. Dash, will you sit down, sir, and identify 
yourself for the record. 

Mr. Dasu. Samuel Dash, district attorney of Philadelphia. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Dash, I believe that you know from having 
talked with our investigator and our counsel and the chairman by tele- 
phone what the committee is interested in. And you also have heard 
the evidence this morning. You have played a very prominent part 
in this fight that has been made here in Philadelphia against illicit 
dope traffic, and we would be glad to hear from you in your own way 
befoss we ask questions. 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, sir; I want to say that we are very happy to have 
your committee come to Philadelphia and learn the Philadelphia 
story. 

We have been proud of the attack on the drug traffic. And I think 
that some of the things we have done here can be copied all over the 
country. And it is my personal view that if a similar program is fol- 
ore throughout the country, we will almost annihilate the drug 
trafic. 

I do have a prepared statement, which is perhaps a little long, 
which tells the story, and I would like in the interest of saving time to 
read briefly from the statement and then answer any questions that 
the members of the committee have to ask. 

Senator Danret. The entire statement will be made a part of the 
record, and you may refer to it as you desire. 
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(The prepared statement of District Attorney Dash is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF District ATTORNEY SAMUEL DASH ON PHILADELPHIA’S ATTACK ON 
THE DruG TRAFFIC 


On January 21, 1955, and April 21, 1955, two highly successful raids were 
made on drug peddlers. On each raid, approximately 100 drug peddlers 
were arrested. The January raid was made in cooperation with Federal agents, 
Philadelphia police, and Philadelphia County detectives. The April raid was 
made solely by Philadelphia police and Philadelphia County detectives. These 
raids followed months of undercover activity by Philadelphia rookie police- 
men. These rookie policemen went into the underworld and made buys from 
‘the drug peddlers. They kept careful records of the buys and of the men 
from whom they bought. By January 21, 1955, approximately 100 men had 
been collected, and the raid followed. A similar procedure was followed prior 
to the April 21 raid. 

We have been using the mass-raid technique. This is a different technique 
than generally employed by Federal agents. As I understand it, the usual 
Federal arrest of a drug peddler is accomplished by an informer making a 
buy with marked money, and the Federal agents seizing the seller immediately 
after the buy is made. 

The mass-raid program permits a smaller number of undercover men to oper- 
ate longer and over a wider area. Obviously, when an undercover man makes 
a buy and an arrest is immediately made, there is a strong possibility that 
that undercover man is detected and no longer useful. However, if he is per- 
mitted to operate for a period of time before arrests are made, he can reach 
a larger number of drug peddlers. Further, an undercover man who can be 
pemitted to continue making buys obtains over a longer period a good reputa- 
tion as a drug user and has a greater opportunity to meet more and bigger drug 
peddlers. Of course, a mass raid provides a tremendous psychological blow 
against the drug traffic. These criminals get the feeling that the roof is falling 
in. Also, the size and drama of such a raid gains greater public interest and 
increases the public respect for law enforcement. 

There is no denying, however, that the mass-raid technique is more expensive 
than the single arrest made immediately after the buy with marked money. 
Money spent during a long investigatory program which will be followed by a 
mass arrest is lost. The marked money is regained each time Federal agents 
made an arrest immediately after the buy. I submit, however, that the advan- 
tages of the mass-raid technique far outweigh the disadvantages produced by the 
increased expense. 

The story of the Philadelphia attack on the drug traffic is a story of team- 
work. This teamwork occurred not only between the local district attorney 
and the local police department, but it also occurred between the local law- 
enforcement agencies and the Federal law-enforcement agencies. This was a 
hand-in-hand, arm-in-arm proposition. All law enforcement agencies were 
joined for one purpose, that was to smash the drug traffice in Philadelphia. 

Philadelphia has for a long time had an excellent local Federal narcotics 
branch. This narcotics branch has given training and supervision to the local 
police force. Until these recent raids, the burden of the attack on the drug 
peddler has been carried by the Federal law-enforcement agents. Local effort 
has been concentrated mainly on the drug user. It became very clear quickly 
that centering the law-enforcement efforts on apprehending the drug addict had 
little effect, if any, on stopping the drug traffic. The addict is a pathetic 
creature who, even when given a prison sentence, usually comes out and falls 
quickly back into his habit of drug addiction. Rarely have addicts been willing 
to inform on their suppliers. 

The Philadelphia police department decided that it would engage in a face- 
to-face contact with the drug peddlers through the use of undercover policemen. 
We were copying Federal methods, I believe this is the very first time in Phila- 
delphia’s history, as well as the first time in the history of any local area, that 
local police officials utilized this method to obtain evidence against drug peddlers. 
The first program began in the summer of 1954. Young rookie undercover police- 
men spent their time becoming acquainted with the drug traffic all over Phila- 
delphia. They soon made contacts and made many buys. By January 21, 1955, 
they had evidence on approximately 100 drug peddlers. During this period of 
time these Philadelphia police officers, under the supervision of Lt. Thomas Mc- 
Dermott, operated closely with the Federal narcotics branch in Philadelphia. 
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The money they used to make the buys was supplied by the Federal branch. 
The drugs that were bought were analyzed immediately by Federal chemists. 
And throughout the program, Federal agents guided and supervised the Phila- 
delphia police activity. This, in truth, was a complete cooperative effort between 
local and Federal authorities. When the raid was made in the early morning 
hours of January 21, 1955, the question immediately arose as to who would bear 
the responsibility of trial. I conferred with Wilson White, the United States 
attorney for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Since this had been truly a 
joint effort of local and Federal law-enforcement agents, Mr. White and I agreed 
that the responsibility of trial should be shared. In the past, there had been 
some reluctance on the part of Federal authorities to permit local prosecutions 
in Philadelphia, because there had been the feeling that local judges did not 
mete out severe enough sentences. I made it very clear to Mr. White that the 
present Philadelphia district attorney’s office was following a policy of strict 
enforcement of the narcotics laws. We have obtained in Pennsylvania new 
legislation permitting aggravated penalties in cases of drug peddlers where there 
are second and third offenses. Our office immediately arranged to have a special 
narcotics court set up. We asked Judge Vincent A. Carroll, a fair judge, but 
one of the toughest judges in Philadelphia, to preside. We knew that if we had 
the evidence of guilt, the accused persons would be given severe sentences. Judge 
Carroll agreed to donate his own time to preside over these trials. I will dis- 
cuss the speed and disposition of these trials later on. 

After having learned the technique, and having realized that the program fol- 
lowed for the January 21 raid was one that could be followed by local law- 
enforcement agencies alone, the police department and our office decided that 
Philadelphia should accept the invitation of the Federal authorities to make the 
drug traffic a problem of local law enforcement. We decided to try to go it alone, 
with the knowledge that we could, of course, always rely on Federal aid and 
cooperation when we needed it. 

On that very morning when the 100 drug peddlers were being brought into 
eentral city hall cell rooms on January 21, new undercover rookie policemen 
went out into the underworld to make new contacts and new buys from drug 
peddlers. In 8 months these undercover men made contact with another 100 
drug peddlers. This time the police officers used Philadelphia money to make 
the buys. This time a Philadelphia police chemist analyzed the narcotics bought 
immediately after each buy. The district attorney’s office kept in close touch 
with the police department, constantly aiding in strategy, planning, and areas 
requiring legal assistance. For the first time wiretapping was used by the Phila- 
delphia police to supplement the undercover police activity. And on April 21, 
in the early morning hours, another raid was made by Philadelphia policemen 
and Philadelphia County detectives operating out of the district attorney's office, 
and approximately 75 new drug peddlers were rounded up that morning. Within 
the next few days other drug peddlers who had escaped the original raid were 
arrested. Thus, in a 3-month period, 200 drug peddlers were rounded up and 
placed in cells. 

The district attorneys’ office realized that to best capitalize on these important 
raids, it would be necessary to have speedy trials and severe penalties to produce 
the kind of blow that was necessary to smash the drug traffic in Philadelphia. 
Both in the cases of the January 21 raid and the April 21 raid, all of the drug 
peddlers were given a preliminary hearing on the very day of the arrest. We 
asked for high bail. These drug peddlers could pay low bail too easily. They 
also faced tough prison sentences under the new 1953 act, and any bail that 
could be easily made would not be sufficient to prevent these people from run- 
ning away. We further wanted to keep these drug peddlers off the street so 
that they couldn’t sell more dope. The total bail set for the January peddlers 
was $601,500. The total bail for the April peddlers amounted close to $1 million. 
The increased amount in the April program was due to our bringing into the net 
bigger distributors who required much higher bail to insure their presence in 
court. For example, the bail on Biggie Graves, one of the biggest drug dis- 
tributors in Philadelphia, was set at $50,000. Some of the other leaders had 
their bail set at $25.000. The bail ran usually between $5,000 and $10,000, with 
the majority of the cases being $10,000 bail. 

Both in the January and the April raids, all of the arrested persons were 
indicted within about 2 weeks after the arrest. Actually, in the case of the 
April raid, all of the arrested drug peddlers were indicted within 1 week after 
the arrest. As I have said, a special narcotics court was set up presided over 
by Judge Vincent A. Carroll. The drug peddlers arrested January -21 started 
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to go on trial on March 7. By the end of March, most all had been tried and 
convicted. Not one single arrested drug peddler escaped conviction. The drug 
peddlers arrested in the April 21 raid started to go on trial May 9. By the end 
of May and first couple of days in June, all but a few of these arrested drug 
peddlers were tried and convicted. Again, not one of those tried escaped con- 
viction. Never has there been such speedy disposition of cases of this nature. 

The district attorney’s office took full advantage of the new 1953 statute on 
drug sentences. This statute provided in cases of possession and sale of drugs 
for a maximum sentence of 5 years for the first offense, a maximum of 10 years 
and a minimum of 5 years for a second offense, and a maximum of 30 years and 
a minimum of 10 years for a third offense. A copy of this statute is attached to 
this statement. We recommended that the statute be fully applied. Judge 
Carroll consistently followed our recommendations. In some cases, suspended 
sentences were given. These cases were ail cases where the defendant was a 
first offender, had pleaded guilty, and had assisted the police in apprehending 
his distributor. We also followed a policy of having the sentences deferred for 
a period of time, giving convicted drug peddlers the opportunity to give the law- 
enforcement agencies information concerning their source of supply. Those men 
who were willing to turn in their distributors and suppliers were given consider- 
ation on sentence. This program was highly successful. We were able to arrest, 
as a result of convicted peddlers informing on their distributors, some of the 
biggest distributors in Philadelphia. About 11 new men were arrested. Ali of 
them were men with long criminal records, and all of them were men who sup- 
plied many sellers. All of these men have been tried and convicted. 

The cases worked up by the undercover policemen were airtight cases. In not 
one trial bas there been a not guilty verdict. Even more significant has been 
the overwhelming number of guilty pleas obtained. In the cases of the January 
raid, approximately 80 defendants were tried by the Philadelphia district attor- 
ney’s office. Of those 80, approximately 60 pleaded guilty. All were found 
guilty. In the trials of the men arrested in the April raid, there were 77 pleas 
of guilty. Only six defendants arrested in April pleaded not guilty and asked 
for jury trials. Sixteen defendants pleaded not guilty but waived a jury trial. 
Of the men arrested in January, only four asked for jury trials. And now, an 
even more significant fact. Of the approximately 200 drug peddlers tried in 
March and May, there have only been 2 requests for new trials. No appeals to 
higher courts have been taken. These have been convictions that stick. I might 
add that this record is consistent with the overall record of the Philadelphia 
district attorney’s office. In 3 years, our office has obtained 30,000 convictions. 
Out of these 30,000 convictions, only 7 have been reversed by our Pennsylvania 
appellate courts. And more significant, in not one single case has a convicted 
person gone to a Federal court claiming his conviction violated the Constitution. 

We are still analyzing the sentences and the dispositions of the drug cases. 
Within a couple of weeks, we will have ready a complete list of the men arrested, 
their criminal backgrounds, and the dispositions of the cases against them 
arising out of the two raids. We will be pleased to furnish this committee with 
a copy of the completed list. For that reason, this statement will not include 
any detailed report on the names of the men arrested, and their sentences. How- 
ever, the information is available and can be furnished the committee on request. 
I do think it important, however, to present a sampling of the kind of criminals 
we have been dealing with. I cannot emphasize too strongly that the great bulk 
of the men arrested in the January and April raids were not pathethic drug 
users, but were professional criminals making it their business to get big money 
out of the sale of drugs. The records of most of these drug peddlers substantiate 
what has been believed for some time, that professional criminals do not restrict 
themselves to a specialty, but jump from crime to crime seeking the bigger and 
safer money. Take, for example, Joseph Farro, who has just been convicted 
as a drug peddler. He has a record of 28 arrests starting in 1923 when.he was 
a bootlegger. Throughout the 1920’s he had arrests for assault and battery, 
larceny, and liquor violations. From 1982 to 1954, his record includes holdup 
and robbery, professional thief, lottery, and a series of drug arrests. 

Leonard Watson also has just been convicted for sale of drugs. He entered 
the drug traffic only recently. When he was arrested he had a number of drug 
pushers working for him. But in 1949, he was arrested for burglary; in 1954, 
again for burglary, larceny, and receiving stolen goods; in 1954 for holdup and 
robbery ; in 1955, for violation of the Uniform Firearms Act; and in 1955, again 
for burglary and forgery. 
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Lefty Miles has just been given 5 to 15 years as a drug peddler. He is consid- 
ered one of the leading distributors in Philadelphia. In 1938, he was arrested for 
armed robbery and for aggravated assault and battery with a blackjack. In 
1943, he was arrested for aggravated assault and battery by fist. In 1944, he 
was arrested for carrying a concealed deadly weapon. In 1946, he was arrested 
for larceny by trick of $1,000.. In 1954, he was arrested for burglary, larceny, 
and receiving stolen goods. 

Sam Sordin was the bartender at the Sportsmen’s Bar, a true den of iniquity. 
Sordin has a record of 20 arrests from 1932 which include larceny, breaking and 
entering, highway robbery, assault and battery, robbery by holdup, morals 
charges, and violations of the liquor laws. 

James Thomas, also just convicted of being a drug peddler, has been a safe 
burglar, a thief, and a liquor law violator. Until the present arrest, Thomas 
had no drug record. 

Curtis Toomer has been engaged in the organized lottery racket and also 
arrested for rape. He is new to the drug traffic. 

Winifred Logan is a burglar who got into the drug traffic in 1955. 

Henry Wallace was arrested in 1946 for forgery, in 1953 for burglary, again 
in 1953 for larceny, and in 1953 for burglary, larceny, and receiving stolen goods. 

This is just a sampling of the cases. The same story is true in most of the 
cases involved in the January and April raids. 

At this point, I would like to mention the use of what I consider one of the 
most effective weapons of law enforcement. I am speaking of wiretapping. 
Our office and the Philadelphia police have used wiretapping extensively against 
organized gambling, organized abortion, organized prostitution, and other in- 
stances of serious crime. For the first time we employed this device in the fight 
against drug traffic. Wiretapping became effective after the undercover agents 
developed enough evidence to make arrests of sellers. Through the information 
then obtained by informants, leading distributors were identified. However, it 
became necessary to develop evidence before an arrest of these distributors could 
be made. We decided to use wiretapping. On April 6, 1955, the police tapped 
the telephone of Randolph Graves, alias Biggie Graves, at 5112 Race Street, 
after it was learned from defendants who had been arrested for the sale of nar- 
cotie drugs that Biggie was the largest supplier in West Philadelphia. Graves 
used the business of bail bonding as a front and had only one prior arrest on a 
drug charge, that being on January 3, 1951, for illegal possession and sale of 
drugs, at which time he was given 3 years’ probation. 

After recording several conversations between Graves and his wife Margaret, 
it was decided to make an arrest, and on April 16, 1955, Margaret Graves arranged 
by phone to deliver drugs to a man at 50th and Market Streets at 10 p. m. 
The officers observed the transaction and followed the man to 50th and Chestnut 
Streets where he was apprehended and identified himself as Rudolph West. 
Concealed in his sleeve were 50 marihuana cigarettes. He was arrested and tried 
before Judge Carroll on May 23, 1955, and sentenced to 2% to 5 years in the 
county prison. Because of the telephone investigation that was going on, 
Margaret Graves was not arrested until a later date. Several other bigtime 
narcotics distributors were apprehended by this special unit by wiretapping, but 
the instance specifically mentioned is just one example of how valuable the 
procedure is to the police in the drive to wipe out the unlawful sale of narcotic 
drugs in Philadelphia. 

As a rule, we do not use the wiretap transcripts as evidence in court. The 
information obtained by the wiretap is generally sufficient to enable the police to 
get other evidence. Also, often a playback of the wiretap information has 
obtained confessions and guilty pleas. In Pennsylvania, wiretap evidence is 
admissible in court. I would certainly strongly recommend that this committee 
consider the effectiveness of wiretapping in this area of criminal law enforce- 
ment as well as in other areas. I believe that any contemplated Federal 
legislation permitting the authorized use of wiretapping should include the 
violation of the narcotics laws in the crimes singled out for the permissive use 
of wiretapping. I am attaching a copy of the statement I submitted to the Celler 
subcommittee on the judiciary inquiring into the wiretap problem. 

An additional supplemental step we have taken to further stamp out the drug 
traffic was our action against the Sportsmen’s Bar located at 13th and South 
Streets. The testimony throughout the trial repeatedly brought this bar to 
the attention of the court. It became clear that this bar was used as a center 
for the sale of drugs. Action was begun by us to have the bar padlocked as a 
public nuisance, and the owner voluntarily consented to close shop. 
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We are following the cases which have been completed to successful convic- 
tion through to the time when petitions for commutation and pardon may be 
made. We intend to oppose any leniency or clemency in these cases. These are 
not cases of first offenders who deserve a break in prison. As I have indicated, 
these are cases of professional criminals. Through the valiant efforts of the 
police and the work of our office and of the court, these men have been convicted 
and given serious prison terms. In order to keep the respect for law enforce- 
ment and to maintain the deterrent effect these convictions must have, these 
sentences must be served in full. 

The evidence has also pointed out one important fact. The source of supply 
in Philadelphia has not been organized Philadelphia gangs. There has been 
no evidence of smuggling of drugs into Philadelphia ports. In Philadelphia, 
we have had essentially independent sellers, some larger than others. Almost 
all of the evidence points to the fact that the supply has been New York. The 
Philadelphia drug peddlers have taken the train to New York and come back 
with all the drugs that they needed. We, therefore, believe it very important 
that the drive begun in Philadelphia be carried to New York. And we will be 
offering our cooperation and aid to Frank 8S. Hogan, an excellent district at- 
torney, in any way we can to help him strike at the drug traffic in New York. 
Philadelphia, it has been seen, has a definite interest in destroying that drug 
traffic. We have been seriously affected by it. 

I believe that the fight against the drug traffic should be primarily carried on 
by local law-enforcement officers. These officers are best equipped to hit the 
traffic head on. The Federal agencies can be of tremendous help by their 
guidance and help from time to time. If local law-enforcement agencies through- 
out the country could be awakened to the need for their efforts, and the success 
that can be obtained by a local police drive against the drug traffic, the drug 
traffic in the entire country could be virtually annihilated. Encouragement 
along these lines can best come from the Federal Government. One of the prob- 
lems involved in the type of program Philadelphia has had is the problem of 
financing the undercover police buys. I would recommend that the Federal 
Government offer to help finance this kind of activity in those areas where 
local law enforcement offers to do the job. But even a more serious area of 
help is needed. Once the drug peddlers and drug addicts are arrested, tried, 
and convicted, it becomes a problem of disposition. Insofar as the criminal drug 
peddler is concerned, he needs no special treatment facilities different than 
other convicted criminals. The county prisons and the State penitentiaries 
are adequate for him. But most local communities have no adequate facilities 
to treat the drug addict. Local communities do not have a type of institution 
similar to the one in Lexington, Ky., operated by the Federal Government. 

It has become increasingly apparent that the only way to constructively attack 
the entire drug problem is not only through vigorous police work and law- 
enforcement work aimed at apprehending drug peddlers and drug addicts, 
important as that is, but also to have a constructive program which would aid 
in sending the drug addict back to society in as good a condition as we pos- 
sibly can. I believe Federal financial aid is needed in this area, too. It should 
be offered only to those local communities engaged in a vigorous law-enforce- 
ment activity against the drug traffic. Perhaps such an offer would encourage 
the initiating of such local law-enforcement programs. 


APPENDIX A 


“(a) Any person who possesses, sells, dispenses, or gives away any drugs in 
violation of the provisions of this act shali be guilty of a felony; and, upon 
conviction thereof, shall be sentenced as follows: For a first offense, to pay a 
fine not exceeding $2,000 and to undergo imprisonment of not less than 2 years 
and not exceeding 5 years; for a second offense, or, if in case of a first con- 
viction of violation of any provisions of this act, the offender shall previously 
have been convicted of any violation of the laws of the United States or of any 
other State, Territory, or district relating to drubs, to pay a fine not exceeding 
$5,000 and to undergo imprisonment of not less than 5 years and not exceeding 
10 years; and for a third or subsequent offense, or if the offender shall previously 
have been convicted 2 or more times in the aggregate of any violation of the 
law of the United States or of any other State, Territory, or district relating 
to drugs, to pay a fine not exceeding $7,500 and to undergo imprisonment of not 
less than 10 years and not exceeding 30 years. 
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“Except in the case of conviction for a first offense for violation of the pro- 
visions of this subsection, the imposition or execution of sentence shall not be 
suspended and probation or parole shall not be granted until the minimum im- 
prisonment herein provided for the offense shall have been served. 


“PENATY FOR VIOLATION OF ANY OTHER PROVISIONS OF THIS ACT 


“(b) Any person who shall violate, or fail to comply with, any of the other 
provisions of this act, except as provided in the last paragraph of section 8, 
shall be guilty of a felony; and, upon conviction, shall be sentenced to pay a 
fine not exceeding $2,000, or to undergo an imprisonment not exceeding 5 years, 
er both, at the discretion of the court. 


“VIOLATIONS BY CORPORATIONS, PARTNERSHIPS, OR ASSOCIATIONS . 


“(e) If the violation is by a corporation, copartnership, or association, the 
officers and directors of such corporation, or the members of such copartnership 
or association, their agents and employees, with guilty knowledge of the fact, 
shall be deemed guilty of a violation of the provisions of this act to the same 
extent as though said violation were committed by them personally. 

“Approved the 19th day of June A. D. 1953.” 

Mr. Dasu. We have heard from Lieutenant McDermott fully the 
story of the police work in the raid. We have been using the mass- 
raid technique. I believe this is a different technique than generally 
employed by the Federal agents, although this technique that we have 
been using in Philadelphia has been copied from the Philadelphia 
Federal approach. 

As I adeno it, the usual Federal arrest of a drug peddler is 
accomplished by an informer making a buy with marked money, and 
the Federal agent seizing the seller immediately after the buy is made, 
making a single-arrest approach. 

The mass-raid program permits a smaller number of undercover 
men to operate longer and over a wider area. Obviously, when an 
undercover man makes a buy and an arrest is immediately made, there 
is a strong possibility that that undercover man will be detected and 
his usefulness impaired. Of course, the mass-raid technique offers a 
tremendous psychological blow to the criminals involved in this drug 
traffic. They get the feeling that their roof is falling in. And it 
also gains, I think, greater respect and attention from the public, 
because it is dramatic, and it also indicates widespread police activity 
and draws the attention of the newspapers, the radio, and television, 
which I think is essential in carrying the message of police enforce- 
ment in the drug traffic. 

Now, one of the disadvantages of the technique used in Philadelphia 
recently is, it is more expensive than the single-raid approach, be- 
cause when the Federal agent makes an arrest immediately after 
marked money is passed to a seller, the money is retrieved and can 
be used again. Our money has been lost, both the money given to us 
by the Federal authorities in the first raid and the Philadelphia money 
used in the second raid. We have spent it; we haven’t got it back. 

But I think the advantages of using the mass-raid technique far 
outweigh the increase expense. Now, the story of the Philadelphia 
attack on the drug traffic is a story of teamwork. This teamwork 
occurred not only between the local district attorney and the local 
police department, but it also occurred between the local law-enforce- 
ment agencies and the Federal law-enforcement agencies. This was 
a hand-in-hand and arm-in-arm proposition. We were all combined 
to do one thing, and that was to smash the drug traffic. 
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For a long time Philadelphia has had an excellent local Federal 
narcotics branch. We have heard about that this morning. And for 
a long time it was under the supervision of Joe Bransky. The burden 
of the attack against the drug peddler has been carried for a long time 
by the Federal narcotics branch, and also for a long time the local 
law enforcement has centered around rounding up users. We have 
quickly learned that to spend too much time rounding up users does 
little, if anything, to hit effectually the drug traffic, because the pa- 
thetic user, even when sent to prison, comes out again and quickly gets 
back into the drug habit. And very rarely does the user inform on his 
supplier. 

So the Philadelphia police department quickly decided that they 
were going to go into the business of a face-to-face contact with the 
peddler and hit the matter head on. 

The first attempt, as we have heard this morning, was an attempt 
in cooperation with the Federal authorities. From the summer of 
1954 up to January of 1955 Federal agents and local Philadelphia 
police joined in an undercover police activity, using Federal money, 
Federal police chemists to analyze the drugs bought. And on Jan- 
uray 20, as we have heard, a tremendously successful raid was made in 
Philadelphia in which about 100 drug peddlers were rounded up. 

As soon as these drug peddlers were rounded up in January the 
question immediately arose as to the responsibility of trial. This 
had been a joint operation. And I thought that the local law-enforce- 
ment agencies should share the trial. 

I conferred with United States Attorney Wilson White, and we 
both agreed that since Philadelphia policemen had been the under- 
cover agents, since the Philadelphia police department and the dis- 
trict attorney’s office had worked hand-in-hand with the Federal 
Government, the responsibility of the trial should be shared. And 
we sort of split it 50-50. 

Mr. White did indicate that the reluctance in the past of the Fed- 
eral authorities to permit local prosecution of drug peddlers where 
Federal agents had been involved in the arrest, that reluctance had 
been caused by a feeling that the local judges and the local prose- 
cutors did not have a severe enough approach to the prosecution of 
drug peddlers. 

I assured Mr. White that the present district attorney’s office was 
following a strict policy of law enforcement, and that the judges 
had assured us that if we had the evidence we would get severe 
sentences. 

I arranged to have a narcotics court, a special narcotics court set 
up. And we asked the Honorable Vincent A. Carroll, a fair judge 
but a of the toughest judges in Philadelphia, to preside. And os 
agreed. 

7 would like to say that this initial program out of our office, the 
district attorney’s office, was sponsored by and eve encouragement 
by the former district attorney, Richardson Dilworth. I have been 


carrying out a program that he started. It was through his own 
innovation and his work with the police department that the dis- 
trict attorney’s office decided that this had to be an arm-in-arm pro- 
gram to crack down on the drug traffic. And he is no longer with 
the office, but I think mention should be made that the initial project 
was at his innovation and from his desire. 
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Now, after we learned the technique, we decided that we would 
accept the Federal invitation to have local law enforcement, and go 
it alone. We used again our own local policemen. We used Phila- 
delphia money to make the buys, and we used Philadelphia police 
chemists to analyze that which was bought. 

Senator Danret. Excuse me. You are the city district attorney, 
right? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And, therefore, all of the money that you are 
talking about was city funds? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And you are now talking about your second wide- 
spread raid ? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, sir. The first raid, as has been brought out this 
morning, was in cooperation with Federal authorities. And the Fed- 
eral contribution was the money they supplied, the Federal chemical 
analysis, and Federal supervision of agents, and, of course, Mr. 
Bransky. 

Senator Danret. Whose idea was it to start the second program 
on your own, so to speak ? 

Mr. Dasu. I would say this was a joint meeting of minds. I think 
Mr. Bransky has been encouraging local law enforcement to go out 
on its own, with, of course, encouragement and supervision when 
needed by the Federal department. 

Senator DanteLt. Do you feel that was putting an undue burden 
on you, or do you think it was a local responsibility ? 

Mr. Dasn. I think, sir, it was a local responsibility. And it was 
our office meeting with Commissioner Gibbons that decided that we 
should go it alone. And we were willing to take the prosecution 
burden and work hand-in-hand with the Philadelphia police. 

Senator Danret. The first series of cases were prosecuted about half 
in your court, in the city court, and the other half in the Federal 
court ¢ 

Mr. Dasu. That is right. We about split them down the middle. 
We didn’t choose which cases; we just took them at random. ‘And the 
Federal United States attorney prosecuted in the Federal court about 
half the cases, and we prosecuted about half the cases. 

Now, the interesting thing—and it was brought out pretty forcibly 
by Lieutenant McDermott—is that the very morning that the first 
prisoners were being brought in in the January raid, new undercover 
Philadelphia policemen were going out and making more buys. And 
in the space of about 3 months another hundred drug peddlers were 
contacted. They were arrested, and this time given preliminary 
hearings solely in the local Philadelphia magistrate’s court. 

Now, we realize that the only way to capitalize on this wonderful 
police activity of rounding up in about 3 months about 300 drug ped- 
dlers was to make sure that we gave speedy prosecutions, and at the 
end of those prosecutions, that severe penalties were imposed. We be- 
lieved that it would be a 1-2 punch; not only were these persons taken 
off the street, but they weren’t going to be given much time to think 
about it; they weren’t going to be sitting around waiting for the 
trial. We wanted them to get to trial quickly. We wanted them to 
realize that they were facing a serious charge, and we wanted them in 
prison as soon as possible thereafter. 
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The first question was one of bail. We asked that high bail be set. 
In the grand raid the total amount of bail fixed amounted to some 
thing like $601,500. : 

Mr. Gasque. That was in January? 

Mr. Das. January. 

Mr. Gasque. The total amount of bail ? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes. 

Mr. Gasqur. How many people were involved, do you know? 

Mr. Dasu. There were around a hundred, I would say. 

Mr. Gasque. A hundred people, and the bail was $601,500? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes. 

Now, in the April raid the figure goes close to a million dollars. 
And the difference there can be accounted for by the fact that in 
the April raid we got some bigger people, people with more serious 
criminal background, people who were bigger distributors in the dope 
traffic. In fact, “Biggy” Graves, one of the larger distributors, his 
bail was set at $50,000. Some of the other leaders had their set at 
$25,000. The average bail, the bail that was usually fixed, was $10,000. 

I would like to make this point at this time. Very few of the drug 
peddlers made the bail. I would say that about 85 percent stayed in 
prison. A minority of maybe 20 percent to 12 percent were able to 
get out. Of that small group about 3 or 4 jumped bail. One of them 
that jumped bail was in court ready to be tried, and he saw the serious 
penalties that were being imposed, and heard Judge Carroll speaking 
about how serious he thought this drug traffic was, and what he was 
going to do about it, and he got cold feet and left the courtroom. But 
his own bondsman brought him back the next day by a ruse. Having 
called him on the phone, and while he was speaking on the phone, 
he had the police notified and they. came around and picked him up 
while he was talking to the bondsman and brought him out. 

So there really hasn’t been any defection on the bail, and the bail 
appears to be sufficient, because a greater number did not evade bail. 

Mr. GAsqure. How many were involved in the April raid? 

Mr. Das. About 100. There were 91 defendants in the trial out- 
standing. 

Mr. Gasque. Do you know the constitutional provision regarding 
bail? Do you think this bail was too high—so high that it would 
violate the constitutional provision that bail not 

Mr. Dasu. No; I think the bail must be fixed in each case according 
to the defendant, and I think the criteria that the court should use is 
what bail is necessary to insure the appearance of that defendant in 
court. Now, “Biggy” Graves was a big man, as his nickname indi- 
cated. I think he could reach a lot of money. It is my own opinion 
that bail that can be too easily reached in the type of crime where the 
sentence can be severe is going to leave the defendant more willing to 
run and give up the money that he can afford. So I think $50,000 in 
“Biggy” Graves’ situation was not too excessive. I think it would 
have been excessive in some of the other cases and $10,000 was enough. 

Mr. Gasquet. There are two factors, then, that you use in accounting 
for your bail: (1) The type of crime involved and (2) the individual 
involved ? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes. 

And I would say this, too, and, in saying it, I admit it is a factor 
which has not usually been considered. But it should be considered in 
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bail. I will admit that we considered it in these cases. The _ 
peddler always has a trade and he can always make his money, an 
we consider him a man who is spreading disease and a dreadful disease, 
and we don’t want him on the street selling dope, and one of the things 
that we had in mind when we asked for high bail was that he should 
be off the street and not be able to sell, and we knew we were going 
to give him a speedy trial and we weren’t going to keep him in prison 
waiting for any length of time. 

By the way, I think, in addition to the bail, we thought that it was 
very important that there be speedy preliminary hearings, speedy 
indictments, and speedy trials. I think we have set a ale not only 
in this city but throughout the country, because I have never heard 
of any program that was carried off so quickly and so successfully. 
Every one of the arrested drug peddlers, both in the January raid 
and in the April raid, all got preliminary hearings the same day as 
the arrest. Within a week or two every one of them, both in the 
January and the April raids, were indicted, and then within about 
2 weeks after that, or about 3 to 4 weeks after the arrest, they all began 
to go on trial in the special narcotics court. The ones that were ar- 
rested January 20 were all finished by the end of March, and, as you 
have heard, there was 100 percent convictions. The ones we picked 
up in April were just about all finished by the end of May, from the 
2ist of April to the end of May, and, as you have heard, there were 
100 percent convictions; we didn’t have a casualty. 

Senator Dantet. The only thing you missed on were those who 
jumped bail? 

Mr. Dasu. There are about 3 or 4, I think. 

Senator Danret. About 3 or 4? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes. Now, I think there are more—as I said, out of the 
April raid there are some that are still awaiting trial. We have com- 
pleted the great bulk, but some of them still are awaiting trial. I 
can’t say that we have completed every one of the trials yet. They 
will be completed very shortly. 

oe Dash But you have completed 91 trials in the April 
raid ? 

Mr. Dasu. That is right; and with 100 percent convictions; we have 
not had a not-guilty verdict. 

And one of the things we realized—we gave them a preliminary 
hearing and a speedy indictment and a speedy trial. We also knew 
that everything would be for naught if these persons were not pun- 
ished according to the full extent of the Pennsylvania law. 

We have a new statute in Pennsylvania. That statute is an amend- 
ment to the Drug Act. It was passed in 1953. The statute enables 
the imposing of aggravated penalties for second or third offenses. 
And it does set some maximum provisions as to whether probation can 
be granted to second offenders, or whether parole can be given. It 
doesn’t affect commutation, but it provides a minimum that second 
or third offenders cannot escape. This statute provides in cases of 
possession and sale of drugs for a maximum sentence of 5 years for the 
first offense, a maximum of 10 years and a minimum of 5 years for a 
second offense, and a maximum of 30 years and a minimum of 10 years 
for a third offense. A copy of the statute is attached to the statement. 

Senator Dantet. Good. That will therefore be a part of our record. 

68489—56—pt. 25 
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You say that is a comparatively new statute? 

Mr. Dasu. It is; 1953. 

* Senator Danrer. What is the penalty for addiction? What can 
you do with a person who is a narcotics addict? 

Mr. Dasu. A maximum of 5 years, Senator. 

Senator Dantet. Is there a minimum? 

Mr. Dasu. No minimum. It can be made minimum if determined 
by the judge. 

Senator Dantev. In other words, it is against the law in Pennsyl- 
vania for a person to be a narcotics addict or to use narcotic drugs 
other than for medical purposes ? 

Mr. Dasn. Yes, sir. And that addict was treated penaltywise the 
same as the seller and the possessor for sale prior to the 1953 act. The 
1953 act recognized the fact that the selling of drugs is a repeating 
offense, it is a business, and provided for second and third offenses 
which would apply to the real seller the aggravated penalties which 
a user cannot be sentenced for. In other words, a user if he has prior 
offenses of use, even if it is 10 prior offenses of use, on the final offense 
he still can’t get more than a maximum of 5 years, whereas the seller, 
if it is a third offense, can get not less than 10 nor more than 30 years. 

Senator Dantex. Suppose you send to the penitentiary an addict 
for the offense of illicit use of narcotics, then do you have any treat- 
ment inside the prison for such a person to try to break himself of the 
habit ? 

Mr. Dasu. Well, we would send him to the county prison under 
our sentence procedure for drug addiction, because under our statute 
the penitentiary is not the place of sentence. 

Senator Danrev. He would go to the county prison? 

Mr. Dasn. The county prison or the house of correction. I under- 
stand that a system is now underway to attempt an integrated effort 
by the prison facilities for treatment. Commissioner Wise is present, 
and will testify to that. Until recently I understand there hasn’t 
been any special treatment; it is what they call, as Lieutenant 
McDermott said, the “cold turkey” treatment. They are off the 
drug and they are in prison. 

Senator Danrev. That means just jerking them off the drugs and 
letting them do the best they can? 

Mr. Dasu. That is right, sir. 

Senator Dantev. That is the “cold turkey”? 

Mr. Dasu. That is right. 

Senator Danteu. I suppose Mr. Wise will give us 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, I think he is prepared to give you the present pro- 
gram of Philadelphia on this problem. 

Senator Danret. What you have for treatment ? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Now, then, do you have any figure as to the per- 
centage of these 200 that we have been talking about that were con- 
victed this year that were addicts and what percentage of peddlers? 

Mr. DasH. We have been trying to get that figure. And the way we 
have been doing it is to trace their criminal records and try to iden- 
tify them as to whether they were prior users. And our best judgment 
today is that only about 20 to 22 percent of the 200 that have been 
arrested in the 2 raids are addicts or users. 





— —* ew FF * eee Ok COMO 


Ln 


ate at Le te Oe 





dd 


r+ 


ve 
n- 
nt 
2n 


ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 399 


Senator Danret. About 22 percent? 

Mr. Dasn. About 22 percent would be the most. The greater bulk, 
about 80 percent of those arrested, are criminals, professional crimi- 
nals in the business of selling drugs, and are not users, and are not 
pushers working to get the money to buy drugs. And it is very 
dramatically illustrated by the books that Lieutenant McDermott has 
sent up, and the background. They are robbers and burglars and 
rapists, and also persons who have been engaged in organized lotteries 
and gambling, who have jumped from crime to crime looking for 
bigger and easier money. 

Senator Dantet. I believe that we have Lieutenant Driscoll’s book 
on those arrests, too. 

Mr. Dasu. I would like to say this. I would like to offer this service 
to the committee. I have in mind having copied from these books in 
list form the names of each of those arrested, their criminal back- 
ground, the charge in the present rate, and their sentence. And I 
would like to send up such a list to the committee so that you can have 
it for your permanent record, the complete list of all there were. 

Senator Dantet. We would like to have that and make it a part of 
the index to the record, because here we have some cases that can be 
studied. 

I am surprised that out of 200 arrests and convictions in 1 year that 
you would find such a small percentage to be addicts themselves. Do 
you have any plan of trying to make further investigations on these 
people as to whether or not they were in other crimes first before they 
started selling narcotics ? 

Mr. Dasu. I agree with you, Senator Daniel, that we have got what 
might be a good study group; 200, I think, is a very sizable number. 
And their background, I think, is very valuable. It is my intention, 
together with Commissioner Gibbons, to study this group, learn what 
we can concerning their background, their lives in crime, and where 
they started into the drug traffic, and to see if we can’t get more in- 
formation on the whole problem. 

I think we have got to do some research on, and analyzing, and we 
haven’t done that yet. 

Senator Danrev. Did their criminal career begin in other fields, or 
did they first begin dealing in narcotics? In other words, there is a 
division of opinion there, the use of narcotics and the desire for nar- 
cotics causes some people to get into crime, other crime. But there 
are still some men—like our investigator here, who has been with the 
Bureau of Narcotics for 18 years before being loaned to this commit- 
tee—who firmly believe that most of the peddlers of narcotics actually 
began criminal careers in other fields first. 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, I believe that we have had a number of addicts that 
have been committing crimes. But one of the most fortunate things 
about this raid is that we reached and apprehended professional crim- 
inals that have not been addicts. An interesting thing is that the 
record of traffic in drugs is recent in most cases, some as recent as 1955. 

I think we have pulled into this net a group of criminals who have 
used the drug traffic as a business and not as a personal addiction. 
They are 200. I think there may have been thousands of addicts 
who have been committing crimes in Philadelphia, petty crimes, 
burglaries, robberies, and more serious crimes, to get the money to 
buy drugs. But I don’t think that is the bulk of this group. ~ 
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I don’t think this group is the group of addicts who went out and 
committed crimes. 1 think the group we have got are the distributors 
and peddlers who supplied these addicts. And I think as a result of 
that, not only have we taken them out of circulation and prevented 
further crimes on their part, but we have taken the supply away from 
addicts who have committed crimes to get their supply. And I think 
Commissioner Gibbons has indicated—he has told me, anyway— 
that there has been a noticeable leaving of addicts from Philadelphia 
to New York, where the supply is easier. And they are staying are 

And that might account for the decrease in crime, because the ad- 
dicts in Philadelphia don’t have any place to buy it, short of breaking 
into a drugstore or doctor’s residence, and they are going out and not 
coming back. I think that accounts for the decrease. 

Senator Danret. You are doing a terrible thing to New York, 
driving them to New York. And the Buffalo addicts, the paper said, 
are having to go to New York, too. 

Mr. Dasu. I was going to say this later, but I will say it now, that 
recognizing New York as a supply—and the evidence is pretty clear— 
that has affected Philadelphia, because the supply comes in, and our 
office is going to do,everything we can to turn all the information we 
have got over to Frank Hogan, who is an excellent district attorney, 
and to offer our help in any way we can to help New York carry on 
the drive in New York, because not only do we want to get hoon 
traffic out of the country, but we have been affected here in Philadel- 
phia by New York supply, and we want to help New York dry it up. 

Senator Danret. I think you will agree that we should have some 
central record system on addicts. 

Mr. Dasu. I agree with that 100 percent. 

Senator Dante. So that law enforcement officials would be able to 
get oe information, but it would be possible then to keep some track 
on them. 

Mr. Dasu. Certainly. I think that would be helpful. Certainly 
some of the steering of it could be part of the work of the Federal 
Government, whereas the actual burden of enforcement, the kind of 
work that our Philadelphia police have been doing, can be done on a 
local level. 

Senator Danrex. Just before we get away from the study of these 
200 people, if you make a study concerning that background, will 
you furnish that to this committee? 

Mr. Dasu. Certainly. We will do everything we can, Senator 
Daniel, to supply this committee with anything they need to help this 
community and other communities to fight the drug traffic. You can 
have everything we have. 

Senator Danret. We appreciate that. 

Senator Welker has some questions. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Dash, have you kept track of the number of 
those convicted who have applied for pardon or parole or some sort of 
executive leniency ? 

Mr. Dasu. Yes, Senator Welker. Actually the group that we have 
just recently tried, the January raid and the April raid, have not 

n in long enough to have the presumption to apply for a commu- 
tation. We haven’t had any of them do it. We have kept a general 
control and review of all cases that come up before the board of par- 
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dons for commutation. In all crimes it has been our policy that leni- 
ency or clemency should be the rare thing, because if the sentence is 
fair, we think that the sentence ought to be served. 

It is only the exceptional case where anything should be done. 

But in the drug traffic, and especially these cases, these drug peddlers 
that we have rounded up, we have taken a policy and will follow it 
through. Weare following these cases all the way. And when and if 
they come up on petitions for commutation or pardon, we will oppose 
them, because these are not cases, hardly any of them, which involve a 
first offender who has gotten himself into trouble and is a person that 
could possibly be sent back to society to be a good and useful citizen. 

If you want to give him a bonus by saying, “We will allow you a 
year or two off your minimum, and we hope you will take encourage- 
ment by that by being good” —— 

Senator WELKER. you have good luck in your opposition to these 
pardons and paroles ¢ 

Mr. Dasx. Yes. I think in most of our cases our recommendations 
are followed by the board of pardons, and the relationship has been 
good. And I don’t know of a single case recently, a drug traffic case, 
where our opposition has been rejected. In fact, I think the board 
of pardons here in Pennsylvania is very cognizant of the problem of 
drug traffic and has not been getting leniency. There are 1 or 2 cases 
where a drug addict who has been given 5 years and about the fourth 
year or so there is some indication that he has rehabilitated himself, 
and the family is ready with a job, and a family situation, and every- 
body in the prison feels that he deserves the chance—we feel that that 
person who is a first offender can be given this bonus, this encourage- 
ment. But itis very rare. I know of only one case in the last couple 
of years. But none of the drug peddlers who have petitioned for 
commutation, and been opposed by this office, have got it from the 
board of pardons. 

But one of the things I would like to stress is that each of these cases 
has been an airtight case. I think it goes to the credit of the police. 
We have a great number of guilty pleas. These were not in most 
cases hard-fought trials. 

It takes some of the glory from our office to say that we won them 
easily, but I am glad to say it. In the first group of about 85 tried, 
we had 60 guilty pleas. In the second group of 91 tried, we had 77 
guilty pleas. Of the second group of 91 tried there were only 6 jury 
trials, and there were only 16 trials without jury in which a not guilty 
plea was entered. 

A more significant figure, of the 200 that have been disposed of 
through our court, there have been only 2 motions for a new trial, and 
not a single appeal taken. 

I think that is consistent, by the way, and I would like to state here, 
with the Philadelphia story for the last 3 years. And I think it is an 
important thing to emphasize. 

In the last 3 years our office has obtained 30,000 convictions, I think 
a higher number of convictions than any other time. 

Of the 37 convictions there have only been 7 reversals by the appel- 
late court. There hasn’t been a single case where the prisoner claimed 
his trial had been conducted by unconstitutional means. So while we 
have had a tough time in rounding up these people, we have also 
recognized, because we think it is the right thing to do and the best 
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thing to do, that these trials have to be fair, although they have been 
speedy and we have pushed them through, there has not been one case 
in which the trial has not been thorough and fair. 

And the proof of it is that nobody has taken an appeal or asked for 
a motion for a new trial, and nobody has claimed any violation of his 
constitutional rights. 

And I think that has to be said along with the rest, because the 
prosecution effort, to be really successful, not only has to be effective, 
but it also has to be fair, because in the long run it is the fair prosecu- 
tion that will stick and not be reversed by an upper court. 

Now, there has been some statement by Lieutenant McDermott that 
the people—and I have said it also—are not drug addicts, except for 
a small percentage, but have been professional criminals. You have 
the books, but I would like to state for the record, I would like to 
read a few cases to indicate the kind of people we have. 

For instance, we have Joseph Farro, who will perhaps be a witness 
here. He has a record of 28 arrests starting in 1923 when he was a 
bootlegger. Throughout the 1920’s he had arrests for assault and 
battery, larceny and liquor violations. From 1932 to 1954 his record 
includes holdup and robbery, professional thief, lottery, and a series 
of drug arrests. 

Leonard Watson also has just been convicted for sale of drugs. He 
entered the drug traffic only recently. When he was arrasted he had a 
number of drug pushers working for him. But in 1949 he was arrested 
for burglary, in 1954, again for burglary, larceny and receiving stolen 
goods, in 1954 for holdup and robbery, in 1955 for violation of the 
Uniform Firearms Act, and in 1955 again for burglary and forgery. 

Lefty Miles has just been given a 5 to 15 years asa drug peddler,. He 
is considered one of the leading distributors in Philadelphia. In 1938 
he was arrested for armed robbery and for aggravated assault and 
battery with a blackjack. 

In 1943 he was arrested for aggravating assault and battery by fist. 
In 1944 he was arrested for carrying a concealed deadly weapon. In 
1946 he was arrested for larceny by trick of $1,000. In 1954 he was 
arrested for burglary, larceny and receiving stolen goods. 

Sam Sordin was a bartender at the Sportsman’s Bar, a true den 
of iniquity. That was the bar that we closed up. That was the center 
of a lot of drug traffic. Sordin has a record of 28 arrests from 1932, 
which include larceny, breaking and entering, highway robbery, as- 
sault and battery, robbery by holdup, morals charges and violation of 
the liquor laws. 

James Thomas, also just convicted of being a drug peddler, has been 
a safe burglar, a thief and liquor law violator. Until the present 
arrest, Thomas had no drug record. 

Curtis Toomer has been engaged in the organized lottery racket. 
And I think that bears out another thing, that the organized lottery 
falls over into the drug traffic, too. We have eel him up as a 
person who is a drug peddler, who had a tie-in with organized lotteries. 

I might suggest that the organized lottery with all the profit that it 
has is a good source of investment money to buy drugs to make even 
better profits. 


Winifred Logan is a burglar who got into the drug traffic in 1935. 
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Henry Wallace was arrested in 1946 for forgery, in 1953 for bur- 
glary, again in 1953 for larceny, and in 1953 for burglary, larceny and 
receiving stolen goods. 

This is just a sampling of the cases. But it goes through these book 
sheets. And on the list that we will submit to this committee, it will 
be seen that in many, if not most cases, this is the picture, these are 
burglars and robbers who have not had prior drug arrests, but recently 
went into the drug business. 

Now at this point I would like to mention one of the most effective 
tools we have used recently. We have found it effective in other areas 
of crime, and we are just beginning to use it here. I am speaking of 
wiretapping. The Philadelphia police, and our office 

Senator Weiker. May [ interrupt you, sir. Is wiretapping permis- 
sible as evidence in the State of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Dasn. Yes, Senator, it is admissible under a recent decision, 
Commonwealth v. Chate, appealed in the appeals court and the Su- 
preme Court of Pennsylvania. 

Senator Werxer. And you are not blocked by the Federal Commu- 
nications Act? 

Mr. Dasu. No. The decision of the Supreme Court of Pennsyl- 
vania has held that it is not blocked. And the Supreme Court of the 
United States has held in Schwartz v. Tewas that each State adopts its 
own rules of evidence. 

Our office and the Philadelphia police have used wiretapping ex- 
tensively against organized gambling, organized abortion, organized 
prostitution, and other instances of serious crime. 

I would like, by the way, also to submit in evidence a copy of a 
statement made to the Celler subcommittee, the House of Represent- 
atives Subcommittee on the Judiciary, on June 1, 1955, in which I 
have spelled out our use of wiretapping and named some of the types 
of crime in which we have used it, and gave the reasons I thought the 
Federal Legislature ought to think very seriously about permitting 
certain types of wiretapping under certain types of restrictive 
supervision. 

Senator Dantet. You appeared before the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee in favor of a wiretapping bill of a certain kind ? 

Mr. Dasn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. That statement will be made a part of the record. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


STATEMENT BY SAMUEL DAsH, DistRIcT ATTORNEY, PHILADELPHIA, Pa. 


{Reprinted from Dickinson Law Review, vol. LIX, No. 3, March 1955, with permission of 
Dickinson School of Law—Copyrighted ] 


A WIRETAP PROPOSAL 
(By Richardson Dilworth * and Samuel Dash’) 


The wiretap issue must soon come to a head. Bills in Congress, resolutions by 
bar association committees, and general debate are serving to sift and resift 
arguments pro and con. The result will be legislation, Federal and State, re- 
stricting wiretapping. No responsible person advocates that wiretapping be 
permitted without restrictions. Except for the New York constitutional and 
statutory provisions of 1938, there are no satisfactory restrictions on wiretap- 


1 District attorney of Philadelphia. 
? First assistant district attorney of Philadelphia. 
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ping today. Section 605 of the Federal Communications Act, as interpreted by 
the Department of Justice, permits wholesale wiretapping. It prohibits wire 
tapping only in conjunction with divulgence. That is fine for the police, since 
law-enforcement officers do not consider the virtue of wiretapping to be pro- 
curement of evidence for court, but rather its usefulness in crime detection. 
Therefore, Federal police wiretap daily without restriction or limitation outside 
that afforded by the Department of Justice itself. 

We should, therefore, expect the forthcoming legislation to place restrictions 
on wiretapping. The basic question is whether these restrictions should take 
the form of a total outlaw or a partial outlaw permitting a limited area of wire- 
tapping by law-enforcement officers for certain crimes under rigid supervision. 
The latter course appears to be more sensible, since it is an attempt to meet 
realistically the problem and resolve it. Total outlaw is simply a default and 
surrender to a fear of wiretap abuse. 

Any legislation permitting a restricted form of wiretapping must start with 
a prohibition againt wiretapping by persons other than law-enforcement officers. 
It is in this area of wiretapping, the wiretapping by the private detective, the 
blackmailer, ete., that the practice is vicious and indefensible. There is ne doubt 
that this kind of wiretapping must be prohibited and its practice punished as 
a crime. 

The use of wiretapping by police and district attorneys should certainly not 
be unrestricted. Power of this kind requires supervision, and such supervision 
has traditionally been placed in the courts. But, there can be no justification 
for a total prohibition against wiretapping by law-enforcement officers. Wire- 
tapping is an effective weapon against criminal activity. Of course, effective- 
ness is not the sole consideration. If wiretapping in and of itself were unfair, 
coercive or likely to produce untrustworthy evidence, then it would be a kind 
of weapon incompatible with American principles. Such effective weapons as 
the rack, serew, and the coercing of a confession are righly outlawed for this 
reason. But wiretapping is not an unfair or coercive procedure. It does not 
tend to produce the conviction of innocent people. Rather, it tends to insure 
the conviction of guilty people. It is an “earwitness” of crime—almost, if not 
as good as, an eyewitness. 

The opponents of any form of wiretapping concede that it is an effective 
method of crime detection. They concede that insofar as the determination 
of the guilt or innocence of the defendant is concerned, it is accurate and is not 
an unfair procedure. But, they would still outlaw wiretapping because (@) it 
permits the interception of innocent conversation; (b) it is dirty business; 
and (c) it is an invasion of privacy. 

The fallacy of this position is that it treats these three “invasions” as abso- 
lutes, when throughout the entire constitutional history of this country the effort 
has been to balance the right of the individual against the need for public se- 
curity. As indicated above, in the case of certain coercive and unfair, though 
effective, police methods, protection of the individual has required complete 
prohibition of those police methods. But, in the case of every other type of 
criminal law enforcement procedure, a balance has been drawn between the right 
of the individual and public security. Every objection raised against any form 
of wiretapping can just as easily be made against many other police tactics 
which are accepted today and considered proper and essential to effective law 
enforcement and crime prevention. There are, for instance, the police informer, 
the eavesdropper, the installation of recording devices on walls adjoining a man’s 
hotel or office, authorized search and seizure, the police spy, fingerprinting and 
photographing, blood testing, ete. All of these are basic invasions of privacy. 
All of these are essentially “dirty business,” and in many of these, the conversa- 
tions or activities of innocent persons are incidentally overheard or observed. 

Actually wiretapping is not incompatible at all with our traditional way of 
doing things in this country. We have been doing something like it since colonial 
days. We are, of course, speaking of lawful search and seizure.* The outcry 
against wiretapping is indeed surprising when one considers the general accept- 
ance of search and seizure. From the very beginning of our constitutional history 


3 The Supreme Court of the United States has held that as does not constitute 


a search and seizure within the fourth amendment (Olmstead v. United States, 277 U. S 
438, 48 Sup. Ct. 564, 72 L. Ed. 944 (1928)). This 5 to 4 decision was based on a literal 
reading of the fourth amendment which refers only to tanglible things and not telephonic 
communications. For the purpose of analysis and in the formulation of regulations for 
wiretapping, however, the spirit, history, and regulation of search and seizure are directly 
applicable and analogous. 
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the most sacred concept we have had is the sanctity of the home. Yet there has 
never been any doubt that under certain conditions a law-enforcement officer 
with a warrant, and in some situations without a warrant, may invade the home, 
search the most private nooks and crannies and carry away the items belonging 
to the householder. Such a search and seizure may be conducted in secret with- 
out the householder being present. No greater invasion of privacy can be im- 
agined. Certainly going through a person’s home, searching his drawers, going 
through his effects, and seizing his property is “dirty business.” Also, reasonable 
searches of homes have often revealed innocent but embarrassing information 
concerning persons other than the householder. No one has suggested abolishing 
the right of search for this reason. 

It must, of course, be conceded that the basic nature of wiretapping presents 
a risk of invasion of privacy of a greater degree than search and seizure. It 
would seem, however, that the answer is not to abolish wiretapping, put to im- 
pose more stringent restrictions on wiretapping than are now imposed on search 
and seizure. Can this be effectively done? We believe it can. Those who say 
it cannot make the following arguments. In the first place, they say that any 
restrictions placed on wiretapping, such as requiring that a warrant be issued by 
a judge, will not be enforced and that judges will rubberstamp police requests. 
This is a shocking argument, for it applies equally well to the warrant provisions 
for search and seizure, for arrests, and for every other type of law-enforcement 
activity requiring judicial supervision. The argument in effect says that judges 
will not do their duty. If that is true, we have something much more serious 
to worry about than wiretapping. In dealing with problems of this sort, we must 
assume that judges and law-enforcement officers will obey the law. If they will 
not, then any legislation outlawing wiretapping will not be effective, since it will 
be these same judges and the same law-enforcement officers who will interpret 
and apply the law. The remedy for individual abuse is criminal prosecution, 
impeachment, and action at the polls, and not strangulation of judicial and prose- 
cution functions. 

Second, the proponents of wiretap outlaw say that warrant procedures in wire- 
tapping cannot afford the safeguard that they do in search and seizure, since 
there will be notice to the persons involved and no record in the court issuing 
the warrant. This argument assumes that notice is essential in search and 
seizure. Searches of homes may be conducted in secret, and the house owner 
may never know he was the subject of search. There are no statutory provisions 
in Pennsylvania requiring an officer executing a warrant to search only when 
the householder or anybody else is present in the house, to leave a receipt or 
copy of the warrant in the house or in any way to give notice to the party involved 
that the house has been searched.’ There are, however, provisions in Pennsyl- 
vania for the making of a return and of an inventory of the things seized to the 
court issuing the warrant.’ Similar procedure of return and disclosure can cer- 
tainly be included in a statute regulating wiretapping. Such a provision is in- 
cluded in a proposed statute appended to this article. Further, this proposed stat- 
ute provides that the application for the warrant or warrants should be a matter 
of record in the court issuing the warrant. But, for obvious reasons, it is also 
provided that the application be impounded and not become a part of the public 
record of the court during the period of time the warrant is in force. An added 
protective provision authorizes the court to order the destruction of all material 
containing the recordings or transcripts of recording of intercepted communica- 
tions where they reveal no evidence of crime, and, even where they reveal some 


evidence of crime, the destruction of those portions of these materials not relat- 
ing to criminal conduct. 


*Notice requirements are purely statutory (Cornelius, Search and Seizure, sec. 216, 
p. 517 (2d ed. 1930),). Some States require the searching officer to leave a receipt or a 
copy of the warrant in the house. But failure to comply with such provisions has been 
held to not invalidate the search. (Ibid.). The Federal courts have similarly ruled with 
regard to the Espionage Act of 1918 which contains a notice requirement (Nordelli v. 
United States, 24 F. 2d 665 (C. A. 9th, 1928) ; Giacolone v. United States, 13 F. 2d 108 
(C. A. 9th, 1926) ; Rose v. United States, 274 Fed, 245 (C. A. 6th, 1921) ; United States 
Y. ooons}). F. 2d 848 (S. D. Calif., 1925) ; United States v. Kaplan, 286 Fed. 963 (S. D. 
7Aa., 1s = 
_ 5The Liquor Act of 1923, March 27, Public Law 34, did have a provision, sec. 9, requir- 
ing an officer making a seizure to leave a copy of an inventory of the goods seized with 
the person from whom they were seized. This section was held to be ministerial, and a 
violation of it did not vitiate the search (Commonwealth vy. Schwanda, 19 North 37, 71 
Pitts 529 (1923)). This section was later repealed. 

® Act of 1860, March 31, Public Law 382, sec. 60, 18 P. 8S. 1445. 





406 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


A third argument against wiretapping of any kind is that wiretapping cannot 
be compared to lawful search and seizure since wiretapping is essentially a search 
for evidence, and no lawful warrant may issue to search for evidence in tradi- 
tional search and seizure cases. This has been the Federal law.’ It was first 
expressed in Boyd v. United States... This decision was based on the privilege 
against self-incrimination. The court held that a search for evidence compels the 
person subject to the search to give evidence against himself. This interpretation 
of the fifth amendment to the Federal Constitution by the Supreme Court of the 
United States is consistent with that Court’s ruling concerning the admissibility 
of illegally seized evidence. For in that situation, too, the Court has stated as 
one of its reasons for prohibiting illegally seized evidence from being admitted in 
court that the admission of such evidence would be compelling the party involved 
to give evidence against himself.® 

Pennsylvania,” and the majority of American States,” have rejected this Fed- 
eral interpretation of the privilege against self-incrimination. Pennsylvania and 
these States apply the common-law rule that illegally seized evidence is admissible 
and restrict the privilege against self-incrimination to testimonial compulsion. 
This interpretation is also vigorously expressed by Professor Wigmore.” There- 
fore, since Pennsylvania does not consider a search for evidence a violation of 
the privilege against self-incrimination, there appears to be no good reason why 
Pennsylvania should follow the Federal rule prohibiting searches for evidence. 

It is interesting to note that in Boyd v. United States, supra, it was unneces- 
sary for the Supreme Court to express the rule it did. In that case, the question 
before the Court was the legality of the compelling of a person to produce certain 
papers in court. This was in no way a search and seizure and clearly involved 
a violation of the privilege against self-incrimination. This was recognized by 
Mr. Justice Miller and Chief Justice Waite who filed a concurring opinion point- 
ing out that the violation of the privilege against self-incrimination was com- 
pelling the production of books and paper in court, and not an unreasonable 
search and seizure. Mr. Justice Miller stated at page 641: 

“While the framers of the Constitution had their attention drawn, no doubt, 
to the abuse of this power of searching private houses and seizing private papers, 
as practiced in England, it is obvious that they only intended to restrain the 
abuse while they did not abolish the power. Hence, it is only unreasonable 
searches and seizures that are forbidden, and the means of securing this protec- 
tion was by abolishing searches under warrants, which were called general war- 
rants because they authorized searches in anyplace for anything. This was 
forbidden, while searches founded on affidavits, and made under warrants which 
described the thing to be searched for, the person or place to be searched, are still 
permitted. I cannot conceive how a statute aptly framed to require the produc- 
tion of evidence in a suit by mere service of notice on the party, who has the 
evidence in his possession, can be held to authorize an unreasonable search or 
seizure, when no seizure is authorized or permitted by the statute.” [Emphasis 
partly added. ] 

Annenberg v. Roberts*® and American Car and Foundry Co. v. Alexandria 
Water Co.“ have at times been cited for the rule prohibiting searches for evidence. 
These cases stand for no such rule. They dealt with a situation similar to that 
in the Boyd case, involving the compelling of a person to produce his books and 
papers. The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania held that an order so broad, without 
particularly describing books and papers germane to the inquiry, was invalid. 

This, a real and applicable analogy can be made between wiretapping and 
search and seizure. Since this is true, wiretapping need not be a strange and 
odious activity. It can be controlled and made to serve the best interests of the 
community. Though the effectiveness of wiretapping has been assumed in this 
article, it should not go unemphasized. 

The telephone is an essential medium for the conduct of organized crime. 
Organized and vicious rackets and criminal syndicates use the phone every day. 


™This rule would prohibit a search by warrant for a diary containing a complete con- 
fession by the writer of a murder he committed. 


8116 U. S. 616, 6 Sup. Ct. 524, 29 L. Ed. 746 (1885). 

® Gouled v. United States, 255 U. S. 298, 41 Sup. Ct. 261, 65 L. Ed. 647 (1920). 

2° Commonwealth v. Dabbierio, 290 Pa. 174, 138 Atl. 679 (1927); Commonwealth vy. 
Montanero, 173 Pa. Sup. 187, 96 A. 24 171 (1953). 

11 See tables in Wolf v. Colorado, 338 U. S. 25, 69 Sup. Ct. 1359, L. Ed. 1782 (1948). 

12 Wigmore, Evidence, sec. 2183 (3d edition). 

13 333 Pa. 203, 2 A. 2d 612 (1938). 

14 221 Pa. 529, 70 Atl. 867 (1908). 
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This is particularly true in operations conducted in large cities and in intercity 
and interstate criminal activities. They could not organize or operate their syn- 
dicates without the telephone. The conspiracies and activities of crime syndi- 
cates reach into the very chambers of judges, legislators, and government execu- 
tives. To relax in any way the fight against such activities is to endanger the 
existence of democratic government. Wiretaps on leading Philadelphia rack- 
eteers have revealed conversations implicating police, magistrates, and legis- 
lators. Without wiretapping these connections between crime and government 
would remain unknown and unprovable. One need not elaborate to demonstrate 
the similar effectiveness of wiretapping in combating kidnapping, extortion, and 
treason. It is indeed ridiculous to prevent the district attorney or the head of a 
police department, under proper supervision, to listen in on those who are in 
the act of destroying honest government, endangering human life or jeopardiz- 
ing the safety of the Nation. 

We believe that effective safeguards are set up in the proposed statute we 
append to this article. Recognizing the special dangers involved in wiretapping, 
we propose that only the district attorney or the head of the police department 
should be permitted to apply for a warrant to wiretap. Also, only a judge of the 
court of oyer and terminer or quarter sessions should be authorized to issue such 
a warrant. The warrant should issue only on probable cause being shown that 
a real and immediate danger exists as to human life, the public welfare, or the 
national security, and that there is no other effective means of obtaining this 
evidence. The warrant should be good only for a limited period of time, say 30 
days, at the end of which time the law enforcement officer should be required to 
make a return to the court revealing what he has learned. The warrant should 
not be renewed unless the information revealed in the return justifies the re- 
newal. The judge should also be able to order the destruction of wiretap evi- 
dence where the return does not produce evidence of crime. Even where the 
return does produce evidence of crime, the judge should be able to order destruc- 
tion of those portions of the wiretap evidence unrelated to criminal contact. 
Finally, the application for a wiretap warrant should be made a part of the 
record of the court. 

New York has similar provisions authorizing wiretapping adopted by its legis- 
lature in 19388, after a constitutional amendment. The provisions in our appended 
statute are even more stringent than those now in existence in New York. For 
instance, in New York any police officer above the rank of sergeant may apply 
for a warrant. Also in New York the warrant is good for a period of 6 months. 
In New York there is no requirement for a return to be made to the judge issuing 
the warrant. There is no provision for the destruction of wiretap evidence and 
no provision making the application of the warrant a part of the record of the 
court. Although there has been some dispute over the merits of the New York 
law, it is significant that the law has not been legislatively or judicially attacked 
since its enactment in 1938. Further, the chief assistant district attorney of New 
York reports that the wiretap authorization statute has not only been effective in 
New York, but that the enforcement of laws concerning major crimes would have 
been almost impossible without it. He vigorously denies that law-enforcement 
officials abused the wiretap privilege. He points out that about 70 applications 
for wiretap warrants are made a year and not all of these are granted. A sig- 
nificant byproduct of the New York law has been the prosecution of persons who 
engaged in unauthorized wiretapping. The district attorney appreciates that his 
own privilege is secure only so long as the public is satisfied that wiretapping is 
being properly restricted and supervised. Apparently, New York is the only place 
one finds prosecution of unauthorized wiretapping. Under the Federal outlaw of 
wiretapping, there has only been one prosecution since its enactment in 1934. 
The reason for this is that the Justice Department and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation make constant use of wiretapping, and so in good conscience, they 
cannot prosecute others for breaking the law they themselves are violating every 
day in the year. 


A PROPOSED STATUTE 


AN ACT To prohibit unauthorized interception, divulgence or use of telephone and tele- 
graph communications without warrant ; to define conditions under which an interception 
warrant may issue, and to set up certain safeguard precedures with respect to intercep- 
tion by warrant: Providing criminal penalties and civil damages, including attorneys’ 
fees, for the violation thereof 


“SECTION 1. Except as provided in section 2 of this Act, no person shall inter- 
cept a communication by telephone or telegraph without permission of one of 
the parties to such communication. No person shall install or employ any device 
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for overhearing or recording communications passing through a telephone or 
telegraph line with intent to intercept a communication in violation of this act. 
No person shall divulge or use the contents or purport of a communication inter- 
cepted in violation of this act. Whoever willfully violates or aids, abets, or pro- 
cures a violation of this act is guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punishable 
by imprisonment of not more than one year or by fine of not more than $5,000 
or both, and shall be liable to any person whose communication is unlawfully 
intercepted or divulged for treble the amount of any damage resulting from such 
unlawful interception, divulgence, or use, but in no event less than $100 and a 
reasonable attorney’s fee. The term ‘person’ includes natural persons, business 
associations, partnerships, corporations, or other legal entities, and persons acting 
or purporting to act for or in behalf of any government or subdivision thereof, 
whether Federal, state, or local. The term “divulge’ includes divulgence to a 
fellow employee or official in government or private enterprise, but does not 
include the testimony in judicial or other lawful proceedings of witnesses ap- 
pearing under subpena. 

“Seo. 2. Any judge of the court of Quarter Sessions or Oyer and Terminer 
may issue a warrant authorizing the interception of communications by tele- 
phone or telegraph upon application subscribed and sworn to by the attorney 
general, the district attorney or the head of the police department, setting forth 
facts establishing probable cause that the interception will reveal evidence of 
the commission of a crime constituting a real and immediate threat to human 
life, to the public welfare, or to our national security, describing as nearly as 
may be the preson or persons whose communications are to be intercepted, and 
identifying the particular line or means of communication. The application shall 
also contain the allegation that there are no other feasible means of obtaining 
the evidence, and the judge shall inquire into the basis of this allegation and 
issue the warrant only where he is satisfied that the allegation is meritorious. 

“Sec. 2. (a) Such warrant shall be valid for a period not exceeding thirty 
days. At the end of this period the person to whom the warrant has been issued 
shall return the warrant to the judge who issued it and make full disclosure of 
all of the information obtained under the warant. The judge may in his dis- 
cretion renew the warrant for an additional sixty days, if so requested by the 
officer originally applying for the warrant, where the information obtained 
under the warrant constitutes substantial evidence of the commission of a crime 
of the kind for which a warrant may originally issue, and further interception 
is necessary to complete the investigation. 

“Sec. 2. (b) When the information obtained under the warrant does not reveal 
evidence of crime, the judge may order the destruction of all transcripts, tapes, 
or other material containing the recording of intercepted communications. 
Where the information obtained under the warrant does reveal evidence of 
crime, the judge may order the destruction of those portions of the transcripts, 
tapes, or other material containing the records of intercepted communications 
which are not related to the criminal conduct or activity. 

“Sec. 2. (c) The application for an interception warrant shall be a matter 
of record in the court to which it is made. Such application, however, shall be 
impounded and not made part of the public record of the court during the period 
for which the warrant has been issued, and during any additional period author- 
ized by the court where a request for a renewal of the warrant has been made 
and granted.” 


Mr. Dasu. Now, as I said, we used wiretapping to break up organ- 
ized gambling, organized abortion, organized prostitution, and other 
instances of serious crime. 

Recently for the first time we employed this device in the fight 
against drug traffic. 

We have used it, interestingly enough, to solve robberies and mur- 
ders. We have found that in modern crime today, and especially 
crime that is a business, that it depends on the day-to-day use of the 
telephone, and the prosecution and police are almost helpless without 
being able to use wiretapping to listen in on those who are committing 
these crimes. 

Now, we began to use wiretapping in the drug traffic after the Jan- 
uary raid, when we had drug peddlers already brought in. These 
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peddlers informed on some of the big distributors. “Biggy” Graves 
was one of those mentioned. We didn’t have enough evidence at that 
time to get “Biggy” Graves. We also wanted to know the extent of 
this organization in the city, how large it was. 

So we listened in on “Biggy” Graves. After recording several con- 
versations between Graves and his wife, Margaret, it was decided to 
make an arrest on the basis of the information. 

We picked up a wiretap on April 16, 1955, of Margaret Graves 
making a phone call to deliver drugs to a man at 50th and Market 
Streets at 10 p. m. 

Police officers observed the transaction, followed the man to 50th 
and Chestnut, where he was apprehended, and identified himself as 
Rudolph West. Concealed in his sleeve were 50 marihuana cigarettes. 

The tap was continued, and the followup was overheard. ‘This man 
did contact Graves again, he was informed that he was arrested, Graves 
was the one who got the bail for him. Graves was the one who con- 
tacted the lawyer and got the lawyer up. 

Then the report came back to Graves as to when this man got out 
of preliminary hearing or what bail was set. He washeld. An inter- 
esting a of the conversation was that Rudy West wanted to go back 
to work again. They were all wondering how he was picked up in the 
first place. They had no idea we were using the wiretap, and they 
though it was a lucky break. 

So they had a conversation, which we picked up, about the reassign- 
ment of Rudy West to another part of the city, which indicated to us 
that where drug traffic is on a small scale, unorganized—to some extent 
Biggy Graves operated with a large organization, he didn’t go out 
and peddle the drug himself, he arranged contact with bondsmen for 
the people who were arrested—and where that is true, wiretapping is a 
very vital police tool. 

We have that tap here, and we have the equipment to play it for the 
committee, if the committee would like to have that as a part of its 
hearing here in Philadelphia, and to hear for itself how effective wire- 
tapping can be, and what you hear when you tap into a drug-peddler 
organization. 

senator Dantex. Mr. District Attorney, we may hear that after the 
session this afternoon. We appreciate your offer. 

Mr. Dasu. What I would like to emphasize at this point, too, and 
I make it as part of my recommendation to this committee, is that the 
committee seriously consider the effectiveness of wiretapping in this 
area of crime, and that it consider in its recommendations to any other 
committee or Federal effort to legalize wiretapping, including drug 
traffic, among the crimes that might be singled out for permissive wire- 
tapping, along with treason, espionage, violations of the atomic-energy 
law, because I think, as has been brought out here, we can blow up our 
country with drug traffic as easily as an atomic bomb. 

Senator Weixer. There is one important one I am sure you over- 
looked—kidnaping. 

Mr. Dasu. I limited my remarks to the drug traffic, because that is 
the business of this meeting. But I certainly include kidnaping, 
because if there is contact siti it is almost sure to be by the solani. 


Senator Werxer. I argued that matter before the judiciary last 
year. 
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Mr. Dasu. Very often, by the way, the distraught parents are not 
willing to cooperate with the police to let them come in and listen in. 
That gets rid of the argument that you can have certain types of wire- 
tapping with the consent of one of the parties. 

The parents are-so distraught that they think cooperating with the 
police will endanger the child, and you have to go in and tap the 
phone. It seems to me if you can’t tap the phone to trap a kidnaper, 
that means the law-enforcement agencies have to allow a crime. 

1 stated what we had done in answer to the question concerning 
pardons. I think it is true, in connection with what Lieutenant 
McDermott has said, and the other witnesses, that Philadelphia does 
not have a great supply house here. We have no evidence of any com- 
ing in at the port of Philadelphia. 

It may come in from time to time, but it hasn’t been any big project. 
It is our evidence from questioning the drug peddlers who have been 
arrested, as those who will appear later in this hearing may tell you, 
that the supply has been New York. They take the train toNew York, 
get what they want, and come back. 

Therefore it is vital that every effort be made on a joint project, 
Federal and local, to go to New York and see what can be done there, 
too, because I think if we dry it up there, it will be healthy all over 
the place. 

I would like to emphasize again that it is a job for local law enforce- 
ment. I think we have got the obligation, I think each local commu- 
nity has the manpower and has the interest to hit the drug traffic 
head on. 

But as it has been brought out earlier, this problem is a nationwide 
problem, and things that are done in one part of the Nation can be 
useful to those in another part of the Nation. I would like to see Fed- 
eral supervision, Federal mspiration to local communities. One of the 
ways that it may be done is by offering Federal aid to subsidize some 
of the buys, because we are going to go along and we are going to bear 
the expense when we have to. 

Even if we don’t get Federal aid that way, we feel that the problem 
is important enough for us to spend our own money. But I am speak- 
ing in terms of encouragement to a local community to get into this. 

I think it is not only an educational program where they are told 
how it is done, but it might be just—it might induce them to go into 
this program if the Federal Government not only is willing to give 
the supervision, but help out somewhat in the expense of making these 
buys. 

Now, in Philadelphia we have had that offer, and we have used it. 
We have also used our own money. But I think there is a question 
of incentive to local communities that perhaps can’t afford to go into 
a program like this and can use some Federal aid. But it is a local 
problem. While it is a local problem, the Federal Government has 
been the one that has started this thing. It is the Federal Govern- 
ment that has given us our inspiration and training. 

We have, I think, one of the most wonderful relationships here 
between the United States attorney here in Philadelphia and Joe 
Bransky, of the Federal Narcotics Bureau. But it has been a hand- 
in-hand and arm-in-arm proposition. When we needed help we went 
to them, and they gave it. I think one of the most beautiful results 
was the sharing of the experiences of the trials. We had to have their 
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chemists in court, and they arranged it. They had to have our police 
witnesses in Federal court, we arranged that. 

They needed writs to bring people out of the county prison to go to 
the Federal court, and we arranged that. We needed an O. K. from 
the Federal United States attorney to get the Federal prisoners to our 
court, and they arranged that. 

It was a wonderful timing, the spirit of cooperation was there. It 
is my belief that any important crime problem, and I include, of 
course, the narcotics problem, for it is one of the most important, can 
be solved by the joint efforts of all, both the police and the district 
attorney and the Federal authorities putting their heads together and 
doing intelligent police work. 

I think we have had it here. And I think it can be an example for 
other communities. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. District Attorney, we thank you, and con- 
gratulate you on the fine work that has been done, and the cooperation 
that has been shown. Iam sure we will hear from you further. You 
will be with us through the hearing? 

Mr. Dasu. I certainly will. 

Senator Dantet. I thank you for all the assistance you have given 
our investigator and counsel. 

At this time we are going to call a witness who is an undercover 
agent with the Bureau of Narcotics, who is with us at this time but 
may not be with us later on. We wouldn't want to keep him from 
anything he has to do later. 

But I want to say to the photographers that pictures should not be 
made of this next witness. 

Mr. Bransky, some of the photographers want to make pictures. 
What do you think about it? 

Mr. Bransky. I don’t see the purpose of it. This man is operating 
under cover at this time. 

Senator Dantev. There will be no pictures of this witness. He is 
still in the capacity of an undercover agent. 

Will you stand up and be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to 
give before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Nar- 
coties will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? . . 

Mr. Dantzzs. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH W. DANIELS, FEDERAL NARCOTICS AGENT, 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


Senator Dantev. Will you state your name, address, and occupa- 
tion. 

Mr. Danrets. Joseph W. Daniels, Bureau of Narcotics, 645 Custom 
House, Philadelphia, Pa., Federal narcotics agent, United States 
Treasury Department. 

Senator Dantet. How long have you been with the Bureau of Nar- 
cotics ¢ 

Mr. Dantes. Seven and a half months. 

Senator Dantev. During that period of time, have you purchased 
narcotics in the city of Philedeiphis, Pa.? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, I have. 
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Senator Danret. And have you purchased narcotics in other areas? 

Mr. Dantes. Yes, sir; I have. 

Senator Dante. Have you purchased narcotics in other cities dur- 
ing that period of time? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Where else? 

Mr. Daniets. Chester, Pa., Washington, D. C., and Trenton, N. J. 

Senator Danre.. And as a general rule, what type of narcotics do 
you purchase as evidence and to make cases for the Bureau of Narcotics 
in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Danrtets. Mostly heroin and marihuana. 

Senator Daniex. As between the two, herion and marihuana, which 
did you make the most purchases of ? 

Mr. Dantets. Mostly herion. 

Senator Danret. Is that true also of other cities where you have 
made purchases ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. About how many buys of heroin would you say 
you have made in the city of Philadelphia in your capacity as a nar- 
coties agent ? 

Mr. Dantets. About 30 buys. 

Senator Danrext. About 30? 

Mr. Danre.s, Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And that is over a period of seven and a half 
months ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Did they train you for this work in the Treasury 
school ? 

Mr. Danrezs. No, sir; I wasn’t trained there. 

Senator DaNreL. Where did you receive your training as an under- 
cover agent ? 

Mr. Dantexs. Under the supervision of Mr. Joseph Bransky. 

Senator Danret. Right here in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Danizets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. I don’t believe you were here earlier today ? 

Mr. Dantzts. No, sir. 

Senator Danrev. You didn’t hear the testimony about the under- 
cover agents for the local police force ? 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Dante.. Do you fit in his organization as a man who goes 
out and poses as an addict and makes purchases from peddlers? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Danret. Do you pose as an addict? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I do. 


Senator Danret. And you were trained by Mr. Bransky to do that? 
Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 


Senator Danrex. In these 30 purchases, about how many defendants 
would that involve? 


Mr. Dantets. About 7 or 8 defendants. 


Senator Dante. In what quantities did you purchase the heroin 
from these peddlers? 


Mr. Dantets. The heroin usually same in small quantities; 2, 4, 5, 
6, or 7 grains. 


Senator Dantet. And how much did you have to pay for it? 
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Mr. Danters. The heroin was purchased in small glazed-paper 
packages, usually ranging from 2 to 4 grains, for $5. 

Senator Danret. From 2 to 4 grains, for $5 ! 

Mr. Dantets. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. And was that diluted heroin? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes; it was. 

Senator Danie. Do you call those bags that you purchase? 

Mr. Dantes. Yes, sir; they are small glazed-paper bags. 

Senator Dantet. Small glazed-paper bags? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Have you ever yenchnae any larger quantities 
of heroin right here in Philadelphia ¢ 

Mr. Dantgts. Yes, sir; I have, a quantity that is known in the 
underworld as a sixteenth of an ounce of heroin, which actually is 
not, is usually purchased for $20 to $25, which is actually only about 
101% grains, for between $20 and $25. 

Senator Danret. Have you made any study of this heroin to know 
how much it is diluted? Do you know about what percentage of 
heroin you will find in these purchases you have talked about? 

Mr. Dantets. Well, we have received information from the chemist 
that it is about 5 or 6 percent heroin. 

Senator Dante.. It is diluted to about 5 or 6 percent of pure 
heroin ¢ 

Mr. Dantets. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Now, then, just tell us in your own words about 
where you would go to make these ete in other words, the type 
of places you would go in Philadelphia and the type of contacts that 
you would make for heroin. 

Mr. Dantets. Usually I would go to a local bar in South Phila- 
delphia, or a local pool hall, or any place where a lot of crowded 
people are standing around corners, any public place, to purchase. 

Senator Dantet. Is there any particular area or streets here in 
Philadelphia on which you were able to make purchases more readily 
than others ? 

Mr. Dantets. In the vicinity of 13th and South Streets was the 
place where I made most of my contacts here in Philadelphia. 

Senator Dante. Are you still in this type of work here in Phila- 
delphia? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I am. 

Senator Danrev. And now, the type of people you have made the 
purchases from, are they peddlers of heroin or addicts: just give us 
an idea—you say you made 30 purchases involving 7 defendants who 
have already been tried; is that right? 

Mr. Dantets. Several of them have been tried; several are fugitives. 

Senator Dante. Now, just tell us the type of people from whom 
you would make these purchases. I am talking about heroin or 
marihuana now. 

Mr. Dantets. Most of the fellows were heavy users, if they were 
not addicts. It is usual that they obtained a small quantity of heroin 
from their source, and they would take the heroin and dilute it more 
in order that they would have enough for their personal use, and 
some to sell also in order to obtain more heroin. These fellows 
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were not employed. Most of them were not employed. They usually 
hung out in places where they could obtain money from the sale of 
narcotics, and in some ways hustling, and in some ways violating 
some crime, participating in some crime in order to obtain this money 
for the heroin. 

Senator WeLxer. They could have gone to work if they wanted to 
go to work? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. But the majority of them were hustlers 
on the street. 

Senator Danret. What kind of person would you look for in order 
to make a contact and buy heroin, for instance, can you recognize 
an addict who is under the influence of his drug? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I can. 

Senator Dante.. By the way, how do you recognize them ? 

Mr. Dantets. Usually he looks to be in a daze. The majority of 
times his eyes are not—if he is looking at you, his eyes do not seem 
to be focused on you. He talks very slowly, and his actions are very 
slow. He will try to avoid any contact with you at all at first. They 
stand very quietly along the street. And if by chance you want 
heroin they will go all out of their way in trying to get it for you. 
The majority of them, that is. 

Senator Dantet. Do they walk lighter or in a happy mood? 

Mr. Danters. The majority of them, when in the process of pur- 
chasing, they walk very fast, very, very fast, when they are about 
to purchase, or if they have purchased heroin. Other than that, they 
usually stay out of places where there would be any trouble. 

Senator Dantet. Do you look at an addict that you might find 
on the street as a good prospect for a purchase? In other words, 
do vou find a good percentage of the addicts you run into are possible 
peddlers ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Danret. Now, what else do you look for in trying to make 
a contact for purchase ? 

You have said that addicts, those under the influence of the drug, 
ure one group of prospects. Now, what else do you look for? 

Mr. Dawntets. Usually an addict is not well dressed, he is very 
dirty. The majority of times he is not a well-kept fellow. He usually 
has the same clothes on all the time. And he is usually out hanging 
around the same places practically every day looking for someone 
who wants to buy. Most of the time an addict himself will, if you 
want to obtain heroin, lead you to some place in order to get it, in 
order that he will probably receive something from you also. The 
majority of cases are that way. 

Senator Dantex. In other words, the contact with the addict is a 
good way to end up finding a peddler, either the addict himself acting 
as a peddler or he will take you to one? 

Mr. Dantets. That is right. 

Senator Dante,. What other means do you have of getting to a 
source of narcotics from which you can buy? For instance, do you 
find any connection between narcotics and houses of prostitution ? 

Mr. Dantes. Not too many, sir. I have not come into association 
with too many of them. However, in the bars, as I said, you can 


usually contact someone who can lead you to someone else to obtain 
heroin. 
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Senator Danret. Have most of your purchases been out on the 
streets ? 

Mr. Dantes. That is right, sir. 

Senator Danrevt. And most of them have been from addicts or 
peddlers ? 

Mr. Dantets. Right, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Senator Welker? 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Daniels, how old are you? 

Mr. Dantezs. 22 years old, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What is the extent of your education / 

Mr. Dantets. I have almost 1 year of college. 

Senator WeLker. Are you married ¢ 

Mr. Dantets. Yes; I am. 

Senator WeLker. A man of family? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir, Senator Welker. 

Senator Wevker. I have been very intrigued with your answers to 
Senator Daniel, the chairman of this subcommittee, and I am wonder- 
ing if you can tell us whether or not your work is limited to just heroin 
or marihuana, or does it include morphine or any of the other drugs 
of that nature / 

Mr, Dantets. Yes, sir; it does. 

Senator Werxer. In your experience of some seven and a half 
months here, have you ever purchased any other drugs other than 
heroin or morphine ¢ 

Mr. Dantes. Yes; I have. 

Senator Werker. I mean heroin and marihuana. 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Well, could you tell us a little bit about that. 

Mr. Dantes. Yes, sir. I purchased some from a doctor here in 
town—from some doctors here in town. 

Senator WeLker. Medical doctors? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. Where were they located? d 

Mr. Dantets. In South Philadelphia, sir; the doctor's office is in 
yuth Philadelphia. 

Senator Weiker. What doctors were they? Name them, please. 
Mr. Dantes. Dr. John P. Turner and Dr. James E. White. 
Senator DanteL. John P. Turner and James E. White? 

Mr. Dantgzs. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. How did you happen to go to see these doctors? 
Mr. Daniets. Information was received by our Bureau to the effect 
that Dr. Turner was engaged in giving narcotic drugs to addicts on 
the street. 

Senator Wevker. Giving it to them if they paid for them? 

Mr. Dantezs. Yes, sir; he was distributing narcotic drugs to addicts 
on the street. 

Senator We_ker. What kind of drugs did he distribute, in addition 
to heroin and marihuana, what kind of drugs did Dr. Turner sell? 

Mr. Danrexs. Dolophine and dilaudid. 

Senator Dante... I would like to interrupt just a moment. Are 
vou testifying of your own knowledge? Have either of these men 
been charged with selling narcotics? 

Mr. Dantets. Not to my knowledge. 

Senator Dantet. Are you testifying of your own knowledge? 
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Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Did these doctors sell any of this to you? 

Mr. Dantets. By prescription, sir. 

Senator Danret. By prescription ? 

Mr. Dantets. To me, yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Excuse me for interrupting, Senator Welker. 

Senator We.xer. I am glad you brought that out. 

Senator Danret. I just wanted to be sure that you were testifying 
of your own knowledge before the committee. 

Mr. Dantets. Will you clarify “to my knowledge” for me, please? 

Senator Dante. That what you say about the sale of drugs made 
by these doctors, I say, I want to be sure that you are testifying of 
your own knowledge. 

Senator Wetxer. In other words, you did the buying, and you 
knew what they were selling, is that correct, remembering that you 
are under oath ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; that is a fact. 

Senator Wetxer. When did you first call upon Dr. Turner and 
Dr. White? 

Mr. Danrets. On the 29th of December was the date of my first call 
to Dr. Turner’s office. I was working in an undercover capacity. I 
presented myself as a drug addict. 

Senator WeLKer. What year was that? 

Mr. Dantets. 1954, December 29, 1954. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you dress as a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, I did. 

Senator Wetxer. Tell us in your own words what happened. 

Mr. Danrexs. On the 29th of December, Dr. Turner was not in his 
- office, the doctor taking care of his practice was Dr. White. I pre- 

sented myself to Dr. White and told him I was using heroin, and that 
I received word from the fellows on the street that he could help me. 
The doctor told me to obtain a Philadelphia criminal identification 
card from the Philadelphia Police Department, that I had to go—— 

Senator Wetker. He told you what? 

Mr. Danrets. That I had to obtain a Philadelphia Police Depart- 
ment identification card. 

Senator Wetxer. In other words, if you were a convict you could 
buy narcotics? 

Mr. Dantexs. That is right. I was under that impression, that if 
T had this card, he would give me narcotic drugs. That was my first 
visit to Dr. Turner’s office. 

Senator Wetker. Now, this is Dr. White doing the talking? 

Mr. Dantets. Dr. White. 

The next day subsequent to that visit on the 29th of December, I re- 
turned to Dr. 'Turner’s office. And I told Dr. White that I did obtain 
this card, and I showed it to him. I told him that I was using heroin, 
and he asked me how long I had used heroin. I told him I had used 
heroin for 10 months. He asked me how much heroin I bought a day. 
I told him that I would usually obtain three $5 bags of heroin. 

Senator Wetxer. Three $5 bags of heroin? 

Mr. Dantets. That is right. 

Senator Werxer. In other words, your habit as you presented it 
aor to Dr. White, you told him that you were on a $15-a-day 

abit ? 
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Mr. Dantets. That is right, sir. 
Senator Werxer. Then what happened after that! 

Mr. Dantets. He asked me if that was a very expensive habit and I 
told him that it was, and that is why I had come to him in order to 
get off the habit. The doctor prescribed 24 dolophine tablets to me. 

Senator Wertxer. What is dolophine? 

Mr. Danrets. It is a synthetic narcotic serum. 

Senator Wetxer. Did Dr. White give you a prescription? 

Mr. Dantets. Dr. White did give me a prescription. He also told 
me the drugstore in which to have it filled. 

Senator Weiker. Did he sign the prescription himself? 

Mr. Daniexs. Yes; he did. If I remember correctly, the prescrip- 
tions were all signed by Dr. Turner. 

Senator Wetker. Dr. Turner wasn’t there, and he left some signed 
prescriptions ¢ 

Mr. Danrets. I think so, sir. Those prescriptions are as evidence 
now. 

Senator Weiker. You say he told you where to go to fill the pre- 
scription ? 

Mr. Dantets. What was the question ? 

‘i Senator We ker. Where did he tell you to go to get the prescription 
led 

Mr. Dantets. The Cameron Pharmacy at 17th and Wharton Streets. 

Senator WeLxer. Did you go there? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator We.ker. Did you get the prescription filled ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes; I got the prescription filled. 

Senator WreLker. What date was that? 

Mr. Danrezs. On the 29th of December 1954. 

Senator Dantex. May I interpose one question right here, Senator 
Welker ? 

Did he give you a physical examination ? 

Mr. Dantets. No; he did not give me a physical examination. 

Senator Danret. This synthetic drug that you are talking about, is 
that outlawed in Pennsylvania except for a medical treatment ? 

Mr. Dantets. I don’t have knowledge of that, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What is the name of the drug? 

Mr. Gasque. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, that drug is not 
outlawed in the State of Pennsylvania, but it is outlawed by the Federal 
Government. Demerol is the only synthetic drug outlawed by the 
State of Pennsylvania. There is an act in the legislature to include 
these other synthetic drugs. 

Senator Danrt. It is covered by the Federal law? 

Mr. Gasqur. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Is that correct, Mr. Speer? 

Mr. Speer. You will have to ask Mr. Bransky. 

Mr. Bransxy. That is correct. 

Senator Daniex. And it is legal only for medical purposes? 

Mr. Bransxy. That is correct. It can be prescribed for legitimate 
medical purposes only. 

Senator Dantret. You were not given any physical examination 
Mr. Dantzts. No. 

Senator Dantex. Did you complain of being ill? 

Mr. Dantets. I did not, sir. 
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Senator Danie... Excuse me, Senator Welker. 

Senator WeLKer. You did not complain of being ill. you told the 
doctor that you were a heroin addict, and he prescribed to you this 
drug, the name of which is—tell me that again. 

Mr. Danret. Dolophine. 

Senator Weixer. Did he charge you for that prescription ¢ 

Mr. Dantets. $5. 

Senator Weixer. And you paid him? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Cash? 

Mr. Dantets. Cash. 


Senator WeLker. You bought your drug, and then what happened ? 

Mr. Dantzts. I went to the Cameron Pharmacy at 17th and Whar- 
ton Streets, and I had the prescription filled for $1.25. 

Senator Wetker. And how long was that prescription to last you? 

Mr. Dantets. He told me to come back in 12 days. 

Senator Werxer. Twelve days. Did you return in 12 days of 
sooner ¢ 

Mr. Dantets. I returned within 12 days. And at that time Dr. 
Turner had returned to his practice. 

Senator WeLker. Now, we are bringing Turner directly into the 
act, is that correct ? 

Mr. Dantes. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. At the end of 12 days, or a later period, did you 
return ? 

Mr. Dantets. Within 12 days, and at a later period. 

Senator WELKER. Seven or eight days, or what? 

Mr. Dantets. I returned on the 5th of January 1955. 

Senator We.xer. And this purchase was when ? 

Mr. Dantets. What was the question ? 

Senator WetKker. When was the first purchase ? 

Mr. Dantes. December 29, 1954. 

Senator Weixer. You returned, then, some 7 days, 5 days, earler 
than you were instructed to? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you go to the same address, the same doctor? 

Mr. Danrets. That is right, sir. 

Senator Wevxer. Who did you meet this time? 

Mr. Dantets. I met Dr. Turner, who had returned to his practice. 

Senator Wetker. You had to introduce yourself to Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Dantets. That is right, sir. 

Senator WeLKER. What did you say to him? 

Mr. Dantets. I told him that I had come there before and that Dr. 
White had treated me. I told him that I used heroin, and that I 
received word on the streets that he could help me in getting rid of 
the habit. 

Senator WeLxer. And what was his reply to that ? 

Mr. Dantets. He asked me how long I had used heroin. And I 
told him I had been using it for 10 months. He then asked what had 
Dr. White prescribed for me. I told him that he gave me—he asked, 
was it liquid or pills, and I told him they were pills. At that time 
Dr. Turner wrote a prescription for a codeine preparation. I asked 
would it do any good. He said, yes. And I told him that I had 
heard that this green stuff was not any good. 
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Senator WeLxer. That was the codeine preparation ¢ 

Mr. Danters. He told me that it was. And he told me that he 
usually prescribed 4 ounces. But he gave me 6 ounces of this codeine 
preparation. 

Senator WeLker. Now, did Dr. Turner give you a physical exam- 
ination ? 

Mr. Dantets. At that time he passed his hands over my eyes. 

Senator WELKER. Were your glasses on when he passed his hands 
over your eyes? 

Mr. Dantets. I did not have my glasses on. 

Senator Weixer. What did he do, just rub his hands over your 
eyes ¢ 

Mr. Dantes. In a motion like that [indicating]. He did that 
three times. And afterward he said he could see that I used heroin. 

Senator Wetker. Now, tell me, Mr. Daniels, have you ever used 
heroin in your lifetime? 

Mr. Dantes. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator WeLkerR. You have never been a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir; I have never been a drug addict. 

Senator WeLkKer. Did he examine your arm for any puncture marks 
that might have been given by a hypodermic needle ? 

Mr. Dantes. No; he did not. 

Senator Wetxer. This was the wintertime, and it gets a little 
chilly here in Philadelphia in the wintertime. You were wearing 
winter clothing, I assume? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Did he ask you to remove any portion of your 
clothing? 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir; he did not. 

Senator Werxer. After he gave you this green prescription of 
codeine—and most everyone knows that is outlawed as a matter of 
law except for legitimate medical purposes; am I right on that, Mr. 
Bransky ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. After giving you that prescription, did you pay 
him for it? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Wevxer. Did he instruct you to go any place? 

Mr. Danrexs. Yes; he told me to go to the Cameron Pharmacy at 
17th and Wharton Streets. 

Senator Wetker. Did you go there? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you get the prescription filled? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir; I did. It cost $2.50. The office fee was $4. 

Senator WELKER. Now, did you notice anybody else going in or out 
of that place? 

Mr. Dantrts. Yes, sir. At this time I noticed a police officer was 
leaving the office as I was entering. 

Senator Weixer. A police officer was leaving as you were entering? 

Mr. Danrets. That is right, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Had you made the arrangement with him? 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir; I hadn’t. This police officer was working 
with the Bureau of Narcotics in order to obtain narcotics from the 
doctor also. This officer was James Dolan. 
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Senator Weixer. And he was an undercover agent, as you were? 

Mr. Danrets. Yes; he was. 

Senator Weiker. And probably went there for the same purpose 
you did, to make a buy from the man you thought was selling illegal 
preparations, narcotics? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Now, how many times did you go to see Dr. 
Turner ? 

Mr. Dantets. Four times altogether. 

Senator WeLker. And once to Dr. White? 

Mr. Dantets. Three times after I received the codeine preparation, 
and once to Dr. White. 

Senator WeLKker. Tell us about your other visits. 

Mr. Danrets. On the 7th of January 1955 I obtained 36 dilaudid 
tablets from Dr. Turner. 

Senator WeLKeR. Why did he change from codeine to dilaudid ? 

Mr. Dantets. On my return visit I told him that the green stuff, 
the codeine preparation that he had prescribed before, it was not hold- 
ingmeup. I told him that it was not any good, that I didn’t mind pay- 
ing for something that I thought would do me any good, but the green 
stuff wasn’t any good. 

Senator WELKER. What did he say about that? 

Mr. Dantes. He just said, “Maybe you have gone too far.” 

I told him that I had heard of some drug. And he said, “Was it 
dilaudid ?” 

I said, “Yes, it was.” 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Daniels, on all of these occasions did you tell 
the doctor, Dr. Turner, that you were on heroin ? 

Mr. Danrets. Every time I visited him. 

Senator Wetker. And notwithstanding the fact that he knew you 
to be a heroin addict, he and Dr. Wiite combined sold you three differ- 
ent kinds of drugs? 

Mr. Dantes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Bransky, I wonder if you would define for 
the record at this time what dilaudid is? 

Mr. Bransky. It is a preparation of opium, and it comes within 
the purview of our statute, that is, the Federal statute. 

Senator Wextker. It is a strong narcotic? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. It has all of the attributes of morphine, 
and it is not as nauseating as morphine. It is a habit-forming drug. 

Senator WetKERr. Is it outlawed in the State of Pennsylvania the 
same as the others? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes,sir. That drug is outlawed in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. In other words, the only way it can be sold is under a pre- 
scription for a legitimate medical purpose only. 

Senator Wetxer. I want to inquire further, have you made your 
case, have you indicted this man? 

Mr. Bransxy. No,sir. This is the first time that it has been brought 
to the public attention. 

Senator Wetxker. This is the first time it has been brought to the 
public attention ? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir; this is the first public utterance. 

Senator Wetker. Are we going into something here that will em- 
barrass you? Or is the lid off as far as you are concerned ? 
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Mr. Bransxy. I don’t think so, Senator, for this reason. Following 
the raid of January 20, Dr. Turner called at my residence and told 
me that he had stopped prescribing narcotic drugs for all drug ad- 
dicts, and particularly the ambulatory patients who were receiving 
treatment ambulatory for the narcotic drug habit. I am confident, at 
least in my own mind, that Dr. Turner is familiar with the background 
of this investigation. 

A great number of people knew it. 

Senator Wexxker. Mr. Bransky, you haven’t been sworn, have you? 

Mr. Bransky. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator Danret. Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give before the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee investigating narcotics will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Branskxy. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH M. BRANSKY, DISTRICT SUPERVISOR, 
BUREAU OF NARCOTICS, UNITED STATES TREASURY 


Senator We.LKeEr. Now, will you repeat under oath what you have 
just stated about the telephone call ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Dr. Turner called me at my residence and told me 
that from now on he planned not to prescribe narcotics for narcotics 
addicts to treat them ambulatory. 

Senator WeLker. He meant by that a patient who can walk? 

Mr. Bransky. That is correct, or that he wasn’t under legal restraint 
or confined in some institution or not permitted the walk the streets. 

Senator Wetxer. And what did you reply to that ? 

Mr. Bransky. I told Dr. Turner, I said, “Dr. Turner, I told you 
about a year ago when I met you in a certain physician’s office in this 
town that the American Medical Association and the Federal courts 
had outlawed and considered it a violation of the Federal narcotics law 
for any physician to prescribe, dispense, or treat any patient for nar- 
cotic drug addiction by the ambulatory method.” 

I told him, “Doctor, you hold yourself out as an expert, you have had 
quite a bit of experience in this field, and you should know that, because 
I told you that a year ago.” 

Senator Wetxer. What did he say ? 

Mr. Bransky. Well, he said, “Well, I plan to stop this.” 

Isaid, “Dr. Turner, that is up to you. You make up your own mind, 
because I advised you over a year ago that you were violating the pro- 
visions of the Federal narcotic law.’ 

He called me a day or two later and told me again that he planned 
to stop prescribing for these ambulatory drug addicts. 

Senator Wetxer. And I take it that you had evidence that he never 
did intend to stop, is that correct, or you had information that he didn’t 
stop? 

Mr. Bransky. He did stop at that time. 

Senator Wetxker. He stopped for how long? 

Mr. Bransxy. He stopped—to my knowledge, he discontinued pre- 
scribing for narcotic drug addicts. That was on January 20. 

Senator Werxer. And then did the information come to you—and 
I am not asking you from whence it came—that he started selling 
prescriptions to alleged drug addicts ? 





422 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Mr. Bransky. No, sir; not following that day. 

Senator WeLker. How about this boy here? 

Mr. Bransxy. The agent went back to see Dr. Turner, and Dr. 
Turner refused to prescribe for him following the raid of January 20. 

Senator Weiker. I see. Now, who is Dr. Turner, anyway? Is he 
a medical doctor, a horse doctor, or what ? 

Mr. Branskxy. Dr. Turner is a graduate of the medical school, and 
he has the degree of M. D. He was the police surgeon here for a num- 
ber of years. He is a member of the City of Philadelphia School 
Board. 

He is a member either of the crime commission or the organization— 
I am not sure about this—I would have to look at my records; that 
Mr. Finnegan, who testified this morning, a member of that organi- 
zation. 

Am I correct in that, Commissioner Wise, or Judge Carroll ? 

The Crime Prevention Association of the city of Philadelphia. 

Dr. Turner, I am informed by Judge Carroll, has been a member of 
the school board for a period of about 25 years. 

And again ou Judge Carroll, he is colored and he is a very 
respected member of this community.- I know Dr. Turner personally 
quite well. 

Senator Werker. I withdraw that last question. 

Mr. Bransxy. I am informed by the narcotics agent that he pur- 
chased dilaudid on a prescription on January 24. Iam not too famil- 
iar with all these details at this time. When I say January 20, I might 
have been mistaken on that date, Senator. Of course, I can rectify 
that because I made a memorandum of my conversation with Dr. 
Turner the following day when I arrived at the office. 

I am not too sure at this time without looking at the memorandum 
whether after Dr. Turner spoke to me he continued prescribing for the 
police officers and Federal agents, but I can clarify that by my records. 

Senator Wexiker. Mr. Bransky, do you make a memorandum of 
every conversation that is held with you? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir; and particularly pertaining to a matter of 
this kind. Of course, I don’t make a record if somebody comes into 
my office for a routine question. 

Senator WeLker. Can you tell me anything about this Dr. White? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Welker. What about him ? 

Mr. Bransky. Dr. White was called to our office for a conference, 
and I interviewed him in the presence of a Federal narcotics agent. 
Dr. White is not licensed to practice medicine in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and he came here to do some special work at one of our local 
hospitals. 

Dr. Turner became ill and asked Dr. White to take over his practice. 
Dr. White was substituting and took over the practice of Dr. Turner 
at the time that these agents were going into Dr. Turner’s office and 
obtaining prescriptions. 

Senator WetKer. And he no doubt had left a stack of prescriptions 
for narcotics signed in blank? 

Mr. Bransky. Dr. White informed me, and Dr. Turner in a later 
interview, that Dr. Turner had left a quantity of narcotic prescrip- 
tions signed in blank with Turner’s name and Turner’s Federal nar- 
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cotics registry number. Dr. White was not authorized by the Federal 
law to prescribe drugs because he had no special tax stamp, or nar- 
coties license, as it is commonly called, to prescribe or dispense narcotic 
drugs. 

The bodies of these prescriptions were filled in, as Dr. White ad- 
mitted, and Dr. Turner—Dr. White filled in the bodies of these pre- 
scriptions and prescribed the drugs and dated them, and they were 
signed in blank by Dr. Turner. 

Senator Weiker. That in itself is a violation of the law. 

Mr. Bransky. I think it is a conspiracy between the two men to 
violate the law; yes, sir. 

Dr. Turner knew that Dr. White was not registered under the nar- 
cotics law; he told me so; that is why he placed his registry number 
on the prescriptions that were signed in blank by him and the bodies 
filled in by Dr. White. 

Senator Weiker. It wouldn’t be too much different from having 
one of us or one of our agents here prescribing when we weren't 
licensed by the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Bransky. That is correct. 

Senator Dante. I would like to interpose a question or two before 
we leave. 

Mr. Bransky, when did this matter first come to your attention? 
You say Dr. Turner is a respected person in the community / 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. When did it first come to your attention that he 
might be issuing those prescriptions to addicts 4 

Mr. Bransxy. It first came to my attention over a year ago, when a 
pharmacist called our office—and, of course, we had information from 
the police and other individuals who were interested in enforcement— 
that Dr. Turner was treating ambulatory drug addicts. 

A pharmacist called our office and advised me that he had filled a 
prescription for a solution of cocaine for an individual by the name 
of Eugene Jackson, alias “Yellowjack,” a notorious drug peddler. 
This prescription called for cocaine. 

Senator Danrez. Is that a drug which is prohibited by Federal law ? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Except for the treatment of medical patients? 

Mr. Bransky. That is correct. There is no such thing as prescrib- 
ing cocaine for addiction, they don’t prescribe cocaine for narcotic 
drug addiction. It may be a drug that they desire to take as a stimu- 
lant, but it doesn’t induce a dependency in the same way as the deriva- 
tives of opium. 

The pharmacist said he turned it down at first, and at the request of 
Dr. Turner by phone he filled that prescription. 

Dr. Turner called him and wanted him to order a quantity of co- 
caine—again I am depending on my memory—I think it was a quarter 
of an ounce or a half an ounce of cocaine, for this patient. 

This pharmacist asked my advice about it, and I told him, “I think 
filling any prescription for a drug addict for treatment. with cocaine 
is a violation of the law, because there is no such thing as addiction to 
cocaine in the sense that it causes dependency and it causes physical 
pain by the withdrawal of the drug. I think you would be violating 
the narcotics law by filling this prescription.” 
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He thanked me. And he said, “Mr. Bransky says I am not to fill 
this prescription.” 

Senator Dantex. Was this your first contact with this doctor? 

Mr. BraNsxy. You mean my personal contact ? 

Senator Danret. Yes. When was your first contact? 

Mr. Bransxy. Some time after the narcotics raid—again I am 
trusting to my memory, I didn’t think I would be called to testify on 
this set of facts—it was some time in February or March, approxi- 
mately that time. 

Senator Wretxer. March of 1954? 

Mr. Bransxy. No; it was this year following the raid of January 
20, 1955. 

Senator Danret. Was that your first contact with this doctor? 

Mr. Bransky. Pertaining to these prescriptions that were written 
by him for these police officers and narcotics agents. 

Senator Dantet. That is what I am trying to get at. I thought a 
moment ago that you indicated that you had had earlier conversation 
with Dr. Turner about this matter. 

Mr. Bransky. I did, sir. 

Senator Dantev. When did that occur? 

Mr. Bransxy. That occurred—again I am trusting my memory— 
in January of 1954. 

Senator Dantet. Was that the conversation that you have already 
talked about when you told him that you thought he was violating the 
law by issuing prescriptions for narcotic drugs for addicts? 

Mr. Bransky. For ambulatory treatment of narcotic drug addicts; 

es, sir. 
t Senator Danteu. And on that occasion, what did he say to you? 

Mr. Bransky. He said, “Well, Mr. Bransky, there has been some 
agitation about the treating of narcotic drug addicts, and who is 

oing to take care of them if we don’t take care of them? We are 
etter taking care of them in that manner than leaving them around 
to commit certain crimes and depredations.” 

I said, “Doctor, that is not your responsibility; you are held re- 
sponsible by the provisions of the Federal narcotics law, and I sug- 
gest to you that you comply with the narcotics law, and do not pre- 
scribe ambulatory for these narcotic drug addicts.” 

I told that to him in the presence of a well-known physician in town, 
and also a well-known scientist. And the purpose of that conference 
was this: This well-known physician in town wanted to treat nar- 
cotic addiction by blood chemistry. And he had an idea that he could 
cure addiction by not prescribing narcotic drugs for the patient, but 
by analyzing his blood, and so on, and suggesting a diet and prescrib- 
ing other than narcotic drugs. 

And that conference was held in there with Dr. Turner because I 
knew at that time Dr. Turner had some of these addicts that he was 
prescribing for. And I asked him to turn over one of these narcotic 
addicts to this physician to permit him to treat this addict by blood 
chemistry to see what could be accomplished. : : 

He sent a man in to this physician that was not a narcotic addict. 
Of course, the physician found that out. And he discontinued the 
treatment of the so-called alleged narcotic drug addict. 

Senator Dantev. What else did Dr. Turner say to you on that 
occasion when you were trying to discourage him from this practice? 
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Anything else? Did he defend what he was doing, or did he say to 
you then, at your first conference, he would quit itt 

Mr. Bransxy. Senator, I made a memorandum, and I would have 
to consult that memorandum. 

Senator DanreL. Would you bring that with you tomorrow, all of 
your notes on this particular santas? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Later on, now, after 1954, did you have your agent 
here, Daniels, see whether or not he could make purchases from Dr. 
Turner? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. I instructed him—we had information 
from the police and information furnished by our own agent that Dr. 
Turner was continually prescribing narcotic addicts by the ambula- 
tory treatment. And then one day—this is a matter of record in our 
office, we have a statement by this individual—a man came into my 
office ; he was sent there by the court to ask our aid in getting his son, 
who was a nonmedical drug addict, just an ordinary drug addict, not 
requiring drugs for legitimate medical purposes, to get into the United 
States Public Health Service Hospital at Lexington, Ky. 

At that time the daddy told me that his son had been treated by Dr. 
Turner, who prescribed a narcotic drug—it was either dolophine or 
dilaudid, I don’t recall which—and the boy said he was not only a 
narcotics drug addict using heroin, but he had a double addiction to 
this other drug known as Seoghine, and that Dr. Turner did not bring 
about a successful treatment, because this boy was going out on the 
streets of Philadelphia and buying heroin at the same time, or during 
the period of time that he was being treated by Dr. Turner. 

He also stated that Dr. Turner came into the court and testified for 
this boy that he was off the drug. The family paid Dr. Turner either 
$25 or $50 for professional services. But the boy was never off the 
drug, and in a short period of time wanted to go to Lexington for 
treatment. 

I think the boy is out at this time and free of the narcotic drug 
habit. 

Senator Dantet. Then what did you do? What did you do after 
that was told to you? You had already previously talked to Dr. 
Turner, trying to dissuade him from this practice. 

Mr. Bransxy. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Danret. And when you got this report, what did you do? 

Mr. Bransky. I don’t think I called Dr. Turner at that time. I 
called a conference between myself and Narcotics Agents Sterling and 
Bendon, and we thoroughly went over this matter. And we were 
very busy with this raid that came on January 20, 1955. And it was 
not, I think, until about either October or November, or maybe in De- 
cember, when we instructed Agent Daniels, Federal Agent Daniels, 
a city police officer, Daniel Addario, James Dougherty, and James 
Dolan, who were assigned to our office to assist us in this undercover 
investigation, and instructed them to go to see Dr. Turner and tell 
Dr. Turner they were narcotic drug sildticts taking heroin and they 
wanted treatment from him for the narcotic drug habit. 

Senator Dante. You sent a total of four individuals all to pose 
as drug addicts? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 
Senator Danie. Did they report back to you? 
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Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. They were under the direct supervision of 
Narcotic Agents Durkin, Bendon, and Sterling. And of course I knew 
in a general way what was going on. In fact, for the first part of the 
investigation I briefed these men and talked to them on each occasion 
when they came back. And when they came back on each occasion, 
usually Agent Durkin came in after the men returned and discussed 
the matter with me as to the next step we should take in the investi- 
gation. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know how many reports or purchases of 
narcotics from Dr. Turner were reported back to you after you had 
warned him in 1954? 

Mr. Bransky. At this time, no, sir—in 1954, well, we got our pur- 
chases—— 

Senator Danrex. After you warned him in 1954, how many pur- 
chases did these four men make? 

Mr. Bransky. I would say as a guess they made around 6 purchases 
apiece, let us say as a guess about 24 purchases. 

Senator Dantev. And you will bring us the record on these details 
tomorrow ? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes,sir. They are available in our office. 

Senator Wetker. Going back now to witness Daniels, the narcotics 
agent, Mr. Daniels, did you ever purchase any narcotic drugs from 
Dr. Turner or Dr. White without first telling them that you were on 
heroin ? 

Mr. Dantets. No; I did not. 

Senator WELKER. Tell me, did he ever inquire of you whether or 
not you had quit heroin by virtue of these pills that he had given to 
you or drugs that he had given to you ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes; he did inquire each visit I made as to whether 
or not I had stopped using heroin. 

Senator Weiker. And what was your answer ? 

Mr. Dantets. I told him I was still on it, each time I visited the 
doctor to obtain the prescription. 

Senator Werker. Did he ask you how much heroin you were using? 

Mr. Daniets. It varied. Sometimes I told him I used several bags, 
and sometimes I told him I had to go back and use heroin for several 
days, and sometimes I would just use one bag. 

Senator WELKER. Now, let me ask about your conclusions. You 
have been in this business for 7 or 8 months, Is it your opinion that 
Dr. Turner was trying to cure you, or did he just want to sell the 
narcotics ? 

Mr. Dantets. I actually think he was trying to cure me, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. You think he was trying to cure you? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes. 

Senator Werxker. Did he ever offer to reduce your diet of heroin, 
or anything of that nature? 

Mr. Dantrts. No, sir; he didn’t. He told me the times to take the 
narcotics that he was prescribing, 1, 2, and 3 times a day. However, 
each time I told him that I was taking it 2 to 6 times a day. He in- 
quired each time as to how many times I was taking the drug he was 
prescribing. 

Senator Wetker. When did you quit going to him? 

Mr. Dantets. The last purchase I made from Dr. Turner was on 
the 24th of January 1955. 
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Senator Wetker. Tell us what transpired then ’ 

Mr. Dantets. I told Dr. Turner that what he had given me before, 
the dilaudid prescription, was pretty good. I told him that was fine. 
I told him I had not used too much heroin in between that time, be- 
tween the time that he gave me the prescription before and the time 
that I visited him. He told me that I must stay off the heroin in order 
to get well. I told him I was doing my best. 

Senator WELKER. And that was the last time you saw him ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER _ And did he ever make a physical examination of 
you on any of your visits there ? 

Mr. Dantets. Not other than passing his hand before my eyes; no 
other examination was given. 

Senator WELKER. Were you ordered back there by different ones of 
the Narcotics Bureau squad ? 

Mr. Dantets. What was the question, sir? 

Senator WeLkKer. Were you ordered back to Dr. Turner by different 
men of the Narcotics Bureau ? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. I think you mentioned Durkin. 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Did he order you back there? 

Mr. Dantets. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Was he the man who, you testified, told you to 
come back 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir; Officer James Dolan of the Philadelphia 
Police Department, him along with Officer Daniel Addario and Offi- 
cer Gilbert Dougherty, were also participating in the undercover 
investigation. 

Senator Weiker. What did you do with the narcotics you purchased 
from Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Dantets. They were given to William Durkin and held as 
evidence. 

Senator WeLKER. Do you know anyone else, whether I have asked 
you or not, who purchased narcotics from Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Daniets. Personally, no, sir. However, during my investiga- 
tion it appeared to me that, other than the undercover officers who were 
going to Dr. Turner to obtain narcotics, there were other persons 
who were going there to obtain narcotics. In a conversation in the 
doctor’s office I did hear the doctor ask one of his patients whether 
or not he was still using heroin. That is all I can say. 

Senator WeL_ker. What was the reply to that? 

Mr. Dantets. I did not hear. 

Senator WeLker. And in your presence he was then giving another 
prescription to some other dope addict ? 

Mr. Dantets. He was in his prescription office, in his inner office. 
I did not know what actually was going on. However I did hear the 
doctor ask this person, who was not one of our investigating officers, 
whether or not he was still using heroin. 

Senator WELKER. You did not hear the answer / 

Mr. Dantets. No, sir. 

Senator Danre.. I might say at this time that it has been suggested 
to the committee that Dr. Turner should be given an opportunity to 
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appear before this committee, if he should desire to do so, and also 
Dr. White. The committee has decided that our counsel will notify 
both doctors of this testimony and give them an pens to appear 
before this committee, in all fairness to them, in the morning if they 
should so desire.. Mr. Gasque, you will so advise Dr. Turner and Dr. 
White as to the testimony that has been given, and that they will be 
given an opportunity to appear here, should they wish to do so, so that 
their side of this matter can be heard, in all fairness to them. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Gasque, the chairman has indicated that you 
should make it clear to the doctors that you are not subpenaing them, 
you are merely issuing them an invitation to appear. 

Senator Dante. Since their names have been brought into the hear- 
ing, give them the circumstances and what has been said, and say to 
them that they will be given an opportunity to be heard in the morn- 
ing, if they should so desire. 

Senator Wetxer. I don’t believe I have any further questions of 
Mr. Daniels. 

Senator Danret. Are there any other doctors, or anyone else you 
purchased narcotics from here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Danrets. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. None other than what you have testified about ? 

Mr. Dantets. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Dantets. May I say something before I leave? 

Senator Wetker. I want to say this to you. I don’t know how it 
would be possible to combat the narcotics racket without the assistance 
of people with the type of courage and integrity shown by you here 
today. Many of those who love to call you stool pigeon and rat and 
all those things, I wonder what they would say if their own baby 
daughter came home from school a vicious and cruel and broken- 
down dope addict. 

I want to say to you that you are doing a great service for your 
country, sir. 

Mr. Danrets. Thank you very much, sir. 

Might I add that the beard that I am wearing is solely for under- 
cover purposes, and when the investigations are over, I will be more 
than glad to remove it. 

Senator Weixer, Thank you very much. 

Senator Danret. Thank you very much. 

Judge Carroll has kindly consented to be with us all day, but instead 
of taking him now, we are going to ask Investigator Rothbardt, the 
State narcotics investigator, to come forward. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ! 

Mr. Rorusaror. I do. 


STATEMENT OF GABRIEL ROTHBARDT, INVESTIGATOR, DIVISION 
OF NARCOTIC DRUGS CONTROL, PENNSYLVANIA STATE DEPART- 
MENT OF HEALTH 


Senator Danrex. Will you state your name, and identify yourself 
as to residence and occupation ? 
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Mr. Rornparvr. My name is Gabriel Rothbardt. I reside at 3729 
Hamilton Street, Philadelphia, Pa. I am an investigator for the divi- 
sion of narcotic drugs control, which is under the supervision of the 
State Department of Health of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Rothbardt, how long have you been serving 
in this capacity ? 

Mr. Rorugarpr. Fourteen years. 

Senator Dantex. Are you located here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Rornearpr. I am located in Philadelphia, but I work through- 
out the State on many occasions. 

Senator Dante. How many investigators does the department of 
health have? 

Mr. Roruearpr. It usually averages about 16, but at the present 
time it is just half, for some reason. 

Senator Dante.. For some reason ? 

Mr. Rorpparpr. Yes. 

Senator Danret. What would that reason be? 

Mr. Roruparpr. I can’t exactly say, because some left their jobs 
and some were not appointed. Those jobs are appointed jobs. And 
those that left, that were dismissed, they were not replaced. 

Senator Danret. There were about 16 investigators? 

Mr. Rorugarpr. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Who is in charge of the investigators in this par- 
ticular field of narcotics ? 

Mr. Rorurarpr. At the present time there is a medical doctor by 
the name of Mildred Pfeiffer, she is acting director. 

Senator Dantet. Dr. Mildred Pfeiffer ? 

Mr. Roriparpr. Yes. 

Senator Dantez. Now, just what are your duties? 

Mr. Rorurarpr. The major part of my work is practically about 
the same as was reported by some of these people that have testified 
today. The major part of my work is to work with doctors, checking 
drugstores, checking the records, and seeing if narcotics were prop- 
erly used, and also on many occasions during investigations I come in 
contact with doctors who become addicted to the drug. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have a law in Pennsylvania requiring that 
doctors who treat addicts by giving them narcotic prescriptions shall 
report that to the department of health ? 

Mr. Roruegarpt. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. Are they supposed to report all of their prescrip- 
tions of narcotics for addicts? 

Mr. Roruparpr. Yes. 

Let me get your question again, if you don’t mind. You asked me 
whether a doctor is supposed to report prescriptions ? 

Senator Danteu. For narcotics given to addicts. 

Mr. Rorngarpr. No. The doctor writes prescriptions, and as a rule 
where prescriptions are filled in drugstores, there is a regulation that 
the druggist every month send in a list of those prescriptions that he 
fills, the name of the patient and the name of the doctor. 

Senator Danrev. I have a memorandum on Pennsylvania law, and 
I want to ask you whether or not it is correct that the State has a 
provision which requires physicians treating drug addicts to report 
such facts to the department of health ? 
68489—56—>pt. 2 
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Mr. Rornearpt. That is correct ; within 72 hours, 

Senator Dante. Now, Judge Carroll has returned, and if you will 
step aside we will come back to you in just a few minutes. 

Judge Carroll, we certainly appreciate your being with us today, 
and we apologize for the delay that we have had in getting you to 
the witness stand. I know it is an unusual thing for you to be on that 
side of the table. You can see a little bit how it feels. 

Mr. Carrouz. It is just unusual because of recent years, but it is 
no new experience, even before a senatorial committee. 

Senator Danret. Thank you, Judge. 

Mr. Carrouu. It is a pleasure to be here, and if I can be of any 
help, I will. 

Senator DaNniet. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investi- 
gating Narcotics will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you, God? 

Judge Carrouu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF VINCENT A. CARROLL, JUDGE, COMMON PLEAS 
COURT NO. 2, FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Senator Dantet. Will you identify yourself and give your official 
title for the record ? 

Judge Carrott. I am a judge of Common Pleas Court No. 2 for 
the First Judicial District of Pennsylvania. 

Senator Dante. And your full name? 

Judge CarroLu. Vincent A. Carroll. 

Senator Dantet. Judge Carroll, we heard about the cases tried in 
your court and the bail bonds that were set by you, and the convictions 
and the sentences that were imposed. And this committee would be 
very glad to receive any recommendations that you as a judge might 
have, especially with reference to what the Congress can do toward 
combating this narcotics problem, and especially any comments you 
might have concerning bail that should be set for narcotics traffickers, 
and any comment you might have on mandatory sentence laws, and 
so forth. 

I wish that you would talk to those points, and we will interject 
questions as we go along. 

Judge Carroti. Very well. Until just a few moments ago I was 
under the very definite impression that the old attitude that pre- 
vailed in the Federal court relating to entrapment was such as to 
handicap to some very considerable extent the Federal authorities. I 
didn’t know until I spoke to Mr. White that the Federal law, judge- 
made law, in Pennsylvania judge-made law, is now reaching a point 
where it is almost coincident. There is a feeling, however, that under 
the Federal practice a person cannot be convicted by entrapped 
evidence. ‘ 

I just discussed it with Mr. White, the district attorney, and in that 
discussion I read him a little excerpt from my charges in matters 
of this kind. And he informs me that we are pretty well agreed on 
that, that in the Federal courts they leave the subject of entrapment 
to the juries. And, of course, we do that in Pennsylvania. 
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In Pennsylvania our position is that there must be a distinction 
between measures utilized to entrap a person in order to make him 
a criminal to aid the instigator in the accomplishment of some cor- 
ruptive private purpose of his own, and the other side, the artifice 
used to detect persons suspected of being engaged in criminal practices, 
particularly, | would add, where such criminal practices vitally affect 
the Commonwealth. 

Now, we never had much trouble with that in Pennsylvania. And 
over the years, even when I was assistant district attorney in Phila- 
delphia and knew about these things, I was always under the \ very 
distinct impression that in the Federal court the Federal authorities, 
particularly narcotics, were not permitted to use evidence gained by 
entrapment, and therefore they were handcuffed. 

Senator Danret. By entrapment, for the record, and for the layman 
you mean what? 

Judge Carrott. By entrapment I mean an undercover person or 
an agent acting in disguise as an addict soliciting a peddler or a pusher, 
one dealing generally i in narcotics, to effect a sale to him of narcotics 
or prohibited drugs; in other words, inducing the commission of 
the crime. 

Now, in Pennsylvania we permit that evidence to go in, and convic- 
tion on that kind of evidence is sustained and will be sustained. I 
understand from Mr. White that that is now all right in Federal law. 
It wasn’t all right some years ago. 

Inasmuch as it is judge- -made law, I would very strongly recom- 
mend that this committee recommend to the C ongress the passage of a 
measure that would legalize that evidence. I think if there were a 
Federal statute on that, if the Congress would pass a Federal statute 
on that, it would clarify it, not only for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania, but for all the districts of Pennsylvania. 

I can say to you that the question of evidence, the admission of 
evidence in cases of this kind in Pennsylvania, I believe, will be 
reviewed pretty thoroughly from now on by local courts, that is courts 
of first jurisdiction, like our own, and some of the minor courts, like 
the county court of Pittsburgh, or the municipal court of Philadelphia, 
that have authority to try some of this type of case, to the extent 
that we will be more liberal because of what is going on here. 

I think that is a matter, however, for legal “specialists. And if I 
may be so impertinent, I would suggest that the legal specialists 
look into it. 

I would like very much to see a Federal act, an act of Congress, on 
this point, rather than have the judge-made law. It would be much 
more effective, it seems to me. 

I think also that with regard to both the Federal, and even our 
State law, we get lost pretty “much in the question of the words “sale 
of drug.” I think the Federal law might well embody with very 
good effect, good results, the expression, “de: aling in,” and then define 

“dealing in” in a local way apart from the diction: ary, the ordinary 
Webster definition, make the words “dealing in” include every phase 
of activity. 

These police officers who have done such a magnificent job, and the 
Federal agents, they are the ones to whom e aise should be given by 
anyone concerned, they are the ones that have done the job. And 
these police officers know that there are all kinds of technique set up. 
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For instance, a man goes to buy some drugs from a known dealer 
in drugs, that is, an agent goes. 

And that dealer won’t talk to him, but he will talk to him if he 
is in the presence of an addict. And then the delivery is not made | 
hand to hand, the delivery is put on a can in a lot some place. 

Now that is “dealing in.” And actually legally that could very | 
well be interpreted as oele no direct sale. It certainly is a very 
strong weapon in the seal of a good trial defendant’s attorney. © 
And it is persuasive, it is persuasive to a jury. 

So I think the words “dealt in,” or something that has that general 
meaning, should be used in the act in order to comprehend every — 
phase and every little trick that is used in this particular area of crime. 

Now, you asked me to speak on mandatory sentences. 

Senator Danret. You have mandatory sentences in Pennsylvania? 

Judge CarroiL. We do have mandatory sentences in Pennsylvania. 
It just happens that there is a member of-the legislature here in the 
room, and he has handed me a copy of a house bill that is now pend- 
ing in the Pennsylvania Legislature that I didn’t know anything 
about. And here again in this bill, which is before the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, which is a further amendment to the original Narcotics 
Act, which has been amended twice, a further amendment, and it again 
provides for mandatory sentences. 

I think mandatory sentences, of course, basically are not good. 
However, I would make the question of sentences for violations of a 
Narcotic Act an absolute exception to that statement. 

I do that for this reason. There has been over the years what I 
would call too much of a sympathetic attitude toward addicts. Ihave — 
been guilty of it myself. And as someone said—I think the district 
attorney made the statement—that I was supposed to be a tough judge, 
that is only a rough exterior I assume to keep from crying out loud 
in the courtroom. It is a pure simulation. 

Whatever toughness I have comes out of a wealth of experience, a 
lot of experience in matters of this kind. 

For instance, we had here in Philadelphia, and Pennsylvania coun- 
try judges that come down here and sit for us—you see, we have state- 
wide jurisdiction, although we don’t go from one district to another 
without assignment from the supreme court. And here we bring 
judges from the other districts down by asking them to come and 
have the supreme court send them down, to relieve them, and on occa- 
sions we go to the other counties, on very special occasions. 

My court has gone to western Pennsylvania, and on civil matters 
we have gone to Allentown and Lehigh County. 

But these judges come down, and what aapeene They have abso- 
lutely no experience with addicts, and they follow the lead of some of 
our own judges who before they got on the bench had no experience in 
criminal matters. They look upon an addict very much as a person 
looks upon an alcoholic. And I think there is a lot of difference, 
medical difference, moral difference, between an alcoholic and a person — 
addicted to narcotics. And they begin to coddle these people. Some | 
of them come from good families. And they bring up—here is how ~ 
they start—and they bring up all sorts of leading citizens, ministers © 
and priests and rabbis, to speak for them, they establish not only the 


good reputation necessarily of the addict, but the excellent reputation 
of the family. 
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And then what happens? We used to send them illegally to the 
house of correction. Under our law, anyone dealing in the prohibitive 
things here, coco leaves, marihuana, any derivative of opium, which, 
of course, is heroin or morphia, or other narcotic drugs, is guilty of a 
crime. He is guilty of a crime that carries with it a prison sentence. 
It is illegal to send a man to the house of correction in Philadelphia 
except for certain misdemeanors. 

Why did we send them to the house of correction? We sent them 
to the house of correction sort of as a processing measure, on the theory 
that these men were more patients than they were criminals. That 
may have been true. But in their interest we sent them to the house 
of correction, where they had a clinic that was supposed to be the— 
the doctors were experimenting and trying to do something about it. 

To me, as I look back—and I sent them to the house of correction 
until I determined for myself that was an illegal way to sentence men— 
as I look back I saw that it was a dreadful mistake, because even those 
addicts need something in addition to cure. They need not only the 
quick public condemnation, which is an important and essential factor 
of punishment, but they also need some kind of punishment, even if it 
isn’t public condemnation, say confinement. 

And so I speak very strongly for less processing and just a little 
more punishment, because when a young man or a young woman takes 
a drug, I think in this day or age he knows what he or she is doing. 

I heard mentioned here this morning—which is part of this same 
area of thinking—the matter of which comes first, the narcotic, 
whether the drug comes first or whether the crime comes first. I very 
respectfully say to you gentlemen that that question in my judgment 
is entirely too broad. And if I could break it down, I would say that 
these addicts usually get into crime. 

In the case of the little fellows, they go from drugs to crime. 

What do they go to? The records will show you conclusively, the 
statistics will establish beyond any doubt that they go to larceny first 
of all. Some who are perhaps in the lower element of society go to 
holdups on the street, what we call strong-arm holdups, and things of 
that kind. But the people that don’t—the real criminals, the ones 
that we don’t have in Philadelphia, the one that are bound to where the 
source of supply, those men—and women—are not addicts, they are 
real criminals. 

So, if you are going to speak in the general category, I suggest that 
_ = broken down. I think the great bie fellows at the source are not 
addicts. 

I would say also that most of the addicts go to some kind of crime. 
With men it is shoplifting, stealing prescriptions or stealing prescrip- 
tion blanks, and forging prescriptions under the name of the doctor 
whose name is printed on the blank. 

_ Senator Danret. Have you found women going into prostitution 
in order to get money to buy the drugs? 

Judge Carrott. Many times. You are going to see one here to- 
morrow. And I can’t say in that instance whether the prostitution 
was first—I think in this instance it was first, in the case of the girl you 
are going to hear tomorrow, the prostitution was first in her instance. 

I think the whole thing went hand in hand. But I have no facts 
upon which to base that conclusion, that is just my conclusion. There 
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is no doubt that where there are houses of prostitution, there are also 
drug peddlers in the shadows of those houses, there is no question about 
it. 

I spoke about the sympathetic attitude of the courts. Something 
was said here this morning, and I think something was forgotten, and 
I want to sort of tie that up for the committee. I think Senator 
Welker asked about pardons. A pardon is an appeal for executive 
clemency. And just as the district attorney so well told you, there are 
not many of those cases. You don’t see many pardons going up the 
former way to the board of pardons. In Pennsylvania the board of 
—, consists of certain appointive and elective offices. It is a 

oard established under the constitution of pennsylvania. You don’t 
see many cases up there. You may see a case up there of a man who 
at one time had been an addict and wanted to get his record clear, 
something of that kind, very few drug cases. 

In Pennsylvania where a man commits a man to the county prison, 
during the time of his imprisonment up to 2 years, he can parole him. 
And that is the area that the district attorney’s office can, and I know 
well, resist, because our judges—and I am not indicting my own 
group—but it is against an expression of the soft attitude by courts. 
They say, “He has been cured,” and I would like to say to this com- 
mittee that I have yet to be convinced that a person who was at one 
time a drug addict is cured. I have heard psychiatrists—of course, 


psychiatry is getting into this to a large extent—I have heard 


psychiatrists say “You can never tell.” I have heard eminent psy- 
chiatrists say, “I can tell within months when a man can be cured.” 


One is a contradiction of the other, which shows that the medical © 


people are not yet qualified to say when an addict is cured. 

I want to say also that one of the big things in this is something— 
and I don’t want to indict the New York authorities, nor do I—but for 
the benefit of the committee I would like to give you just one case 
that came up in this thing. Here is a man in New York who is a 
source. His name is Jetter—for the first time within my knowledge— 
well, the second time, the police think it is the first time but it is the 
second time, I was in charge of the murder division of the district 


attorney’s office for many years, and we sent a man by the name of : 


Ferguson up there, and a man by the name of Cugini, who was hung— 


but that has been some years ago—where our police arrested a man in | 


New York with the Department of Justice, the FBI, and the New 
York police cooperating. 
That was unique, because one of our agents, one of these young 


police officers, Hinnegan, he went over there and he bought $400 worth © 


from a man by the name of Jetter, known to the police of New York as 


“Slim.” The contact was made with him in Philadelphia at his © 


brother’s store. Now, his brother is one step—here is a top man up 


here, the source, and there are various steps. The New York Jetter | 
was certainly 1 or 2 or more steps higher in the traffic than was Jetter | 


in Philadelphia who kept the store. 
Through information that the police got, they went over, and our 
police, with $400 of our money—and I don’t resent that too much— 


made a purchase. And how it was done, there was a good bit of | 


romance about it, how they went into New York and made the contact. 


But Jetter’s brother, known as “Slim,” he got that 1 ounce of raw | 


heroin. 
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Now, to get 1 ounce—it was a full ounce of full heroin, raw—he was 
told how to mix it. Now, we have no source of that kind in Phila- 
delphia, of raw herom. He had a contact in New York and with 
somebody higher up. He was arrested by the New York authorities. 
He was puton probation. With all of that he goes on probation. 

Jetter in Philadelphia came down here to the Federal court, and by 
arrangement with the Federal court—we let the Federal court pass on 
that—they were willing to have that arrangement—it wasn’t just a 
question of our letting them or their wanting to, it was just an arrange- 
ment we had—and they gave Jetter, the brother, 6 years. He was 
before me, and I gave him a comparable sentence to run concurrently. 

And that is the inequality. That is where the Federal Government 
must step in. 

Senator Danrev. The man at the top in New York got probation; 
is that right ? 

Judge Carrot. Not at the top, but higher up. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have probation permissible under the 
Pennsylvania law? 

Judge Carroiu. No, sir. 

Senator Dantret. What you are pointing at here is something which 
should be considered as far as other States are concerned ? 

Judge Carrot. Yes. And as a supplement to that, Senator, there 
isan attitude. I am informed—I don’t either hand out a blanket bill 
of indictment nor do I particularize about the New York authorities. 
Our relations with them have always been good. The camaraderie 
exists—there is a strong camaraderie that exists between the police 
in our courts and the New York courts. I point this out in the interest 
of something positive that should be done. I speak of an attitude. 
I am informed by our police in this matter that the attitude of the 
New York courts is—not the New York courts, the New York au- 
thorities—I don’t know who they mean by the authorities—that it is 
useless, de minimus, it is of no moment to get the little fellows; you 
ought to get the big men. That sounds all right. But you can’t get 
a big man until you get the little fellow first, and you have got to fill 
it up, the whole order of proof, the whole order of detection is from, 
first of all, the addict, the peddler, the pusher, and then the in-between 
fellow, and then the minor source, and perhaps the next minor source, 
until you strike the major source. That is a problem for the Federal 
Government, because all this is from State to State. 

I think—and I may not be right about it—but from the abundance of 
my experience I do not know of any real drop, a place, that is, where 
you can buy raw heroin in Philadelphia. 

Senator Dantet. You have had no cases before you of that nature? 

Judge Carrott. No, not over the years. I know some has been 
bought, but every time it has been bought it has come here from 


= New York, every time—in some instances from Jersey City—not re- 


cently Jersey City, but in my experience it has been Jersey City. 
Now, I feel that our authorities here, the police, the district attorney, 


@ and the Federal—the cooperation with the Federal has been perfect— 


the ground rules have been made and observed, and there have been no 
envies about it. There is no rushing first to get prisoner, it was really 
a magnificent team job. And I think it is a pattern that has been 
made, and it is a good pattern that might well be copied by other juris- 
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dictions. Then I think that with a pride that you must take, gentle- 
men, to be pardonable. 

Senator Danre.. We understand it, and we certainly agree with 
you that the pattern that has been made here is something that should 
be followed by other cities. And when this record is made and printed 
other cities can follow it. 

Judge, do you have any other suggestion to make as far as the 
Federal legislation is concerned ? 

Judge Carrotu. Not at the moment, I don’t. 

Senator Danrex. If you have any further recommendations as we 
continue in our deliberations we would be glad for you to write to us 
and send them to us. 

Judge Carroiy. I will be delighted to do that. 

Senator Danret. With your experience on the bench in this matter 
I am sure it would be helpful. 

Senator Welker. 

Senator Wetxer. No questions. 

I want to say this, that it has been my honor and privilege to lunch 
with the distinguished jurist who has done so much in this great city 
of Philadelphia to combat this nefarious traffic in drugs. 

Judge Carroty. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Werker. It is great work, Judge. We are proud of you. 
And I know by virtue of these hearings your name will go around 
America as a pattern. 

Judge Carrom. I appreciate that. 

Senator Danreu. Do you think that the bail bonds should be set high 
enough to deter factures to appear for trial ? 

Judge Carrot. I have some quarrel about bail bonds. 

Senator Dantet. You have set yours pretty high in narcotic cases. 

Judge Carrott. I think we must keep in mind constitutional 
rights—privileges, most people indulge in privileges. I don’t think 
it is right to put a bail bond that is out of reach. You get away from 
the common-law theory of the bail bond. And if one court starts doing 
that, putting bail bonds to keep a man in jail, a man’s basic and 
fundamental rights have been interfered with and destroyed. 

Now, in this day when you can hold a man to a $25,000 bail and he 
says he has a drug bailer, and he can walk out and get the bail outside 
the courtroom, you have to recognize that a different situation exists. 
I think the bail should be so high so as to guarantee his presence in the 
court, not an ordinary bail of $1,000 or $2,000, because his mother or 
father have a little property; or something of that sort, not a bail of 
$5,000 that can be bought right outside the courtroom for a subsantial 
sum of money when some professional bail organization dealing only 
in criminal bail is willing to take that kind of a risk, but a bail that 
would insure that man’s presence, and then have that bail forfeited, a 
policy of quick forfeiture of that bail in the event he skips. 

You know, a great many people won’t come in to court to avoid 
certain judges. And that is the kind of bail I like to see forfeited im- 
mediately. It kinds of gives us a personal satisfaction as well as a 
judicial satisfaction. However, you shouldn’t indulge your personal 
self in the discharge of judicial duties, I realize that. 

Senator Danrev. We certainly thank you, Judge, and appreciate 
your cooperation. 
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Judge Carroty. It has been a pleasure. I hope I have added some- 
thing in my feeble way to this. And I will give some thought to this. 

Senator Danie... You certainly have, a we would like to hear 
from you if you think of any recommendations you might care to 
make. 

Judge Carrot. I do want to say this in closing the record, that I 
have got a lot of favorable mention in connection with this, but all 
the praise here belongs to the men who were detailed to the street, 
these policemen. From there on out a good job was done by the 
district attorney’s office. I gave a good bit of time to it, which I am 
happy to do, but the real credit belongs to Mr. McDermott and Dris- 
coll and the Federal men, Mr. Bransky’s squad, and even chemists, 
they have done a magnificent job. 

lam astickler for thorough preparation of cases, and it was really 
done well in these cases. They are the ones who deserve the credit. 

Senator Dantet. I certainly thank you. 

Any questions, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Gasque. No, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, pursuant to the subcommittee’s direction, counsel 
has telephoned and talked personally to Dr. John B. Turner, of 1302 
South 18th Street, telephone number Dewey 4-0567, and has informed 
him of the nature of the testimony which has been received by the 
subcommittee and has invited Dr. Turner to come in and appear be- 
fore the subcommittee, if he should desire to do so. Dr. Turner ad- 
vised the counsel that he was leaving town tomorrow morning and 
would come in the courtroom this afternoon, and stated that he was 
leaving his office for the courtroom at that time. 

Senator WELKER. Where does he live? 

Mr. Gasque. 1302 South 18th Street here in Philadelphia. 

Senator Wetxker. Well, by all means we want to hear him, Mr. 
Counsel. But I don’t believe in slave labor. We have a reporter 
down her who has been working all day, and personally, I feel a 
little weary myself. 

Senator DanteL. We will take a recess. 

(Recess taken.) 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Martorano, will you come forward ? 

Stand and raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear that the 
testimony that you are about to give before the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee investigating narcotics will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Marrorano. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RAYMOND F. MARTORANO, PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
ACCOMPANIED BY GARFIELD W. LEVY, COUNSEL 


Senator Dantev. Will you state your name clearly so the reporter 
can get it? 

Mr. Marrorano. Raymond F. Martorano. 

Senator Dantet. And your age? 

Mr. Marrorano. Twenty-eight. 

Senator Danrex. And you reside in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Marrorano. 627 Fitzwater. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any alias or nickname that you are 


known by? 
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Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir; “Long John,” I guess that is it, and John. 

Senator Daniet. Now, have you been recently involved in a nar- 
cotics charge ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Levy. May I request permission of the committee to join my 
client? I am Garfield W. Levy. 

Senator Danrev. And you are attorney for Mr. Martorano? 

Mr. Levy. Yes, sir. I was at the State trial, and he has still pend- 
ing eight bills of indictment against him in the State court. 

Senator Danrev. You may be seated beside your client. 

Mr. Martorano, did you plead guilty to the charge that was cited 
against you for possession and sale of heroin in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Levy. May we request, sir—there were 7 charges, and my client 
plead guilty to 3 of them—may we request that Your Honor direct 
your question to those 3. And, of course, the answer is “Yes.” 

Senator Danret. Now, I direct the question to those three. What 
is your answer, Mr. Martorano? 

Mr. Marrorano. Oh, yes, sir. 

Senator Danteu. How long have you been engaged in selling heroin 
here in Philadelphia? 

Senator WELKER. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. 

My friend, the able counselor, apparently doesn’t know the Senate 
rule with respect to an attorney appearing before committees. 

Both the chairman and I are attorneys, and we respect our profes- 
sion like you do. But you are here as a guest of the committee. You 
can only take advantage of that courtesy by being asked for advice 
by your client, Mr. Levy, and your offering or volunteering any sug- 
gestion to him violates the Senate rule. I am sure that you will find 
both of us will lean over backward to help you, counselor. 

Mr. Levy. We appreciate that, sir. We were about to ask the com- 
mittee to inform our client that he has the right to consult counsel 
before answering each question. 

Senator WELKER. Very well. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Martorano, you do have a right to consult with 
your counsel before giving an answer to any question we might ask. 

By simply asking permission of the Chair you may confer with your 
counsel on any question that we may ask; that permission will be 
granted. Do you understand ? 

Mr. Martorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante... Had you previously been convicted of the unlaw- 
ful sale and possession of narcotics in September of 1954? 

Mr. Marrorano. I was convicted of that bill of indictment the last 
time that I had trial this month. 

Senator Dante. This month. Had you been arrested in 1954 for 
unlawful sale and possession of narcotics? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Were you convicted previously, that is, in 1954 
before this last trial had you been convicted of a charge of unlawful 
sale and possession of narcotic drugs ? 

Mr. Martorano. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. In other words, the conviction this year is the only 
time that you have been convicted of the possession and sale of nar- 
cotic drugs? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danrev. Had you previously been convicted of unlawful 
possession and transportation of untaxed liquor in 1951! 

Mr. Marrorano. I don’t recall, sir. 

Senator DanteL. You mean you don’t recall the date ? 

Mr. Marrorano. I don’t recall the date to my recollection. 

Senator Dantex. Do you recall ever having been convicted of vio- 
lation of the State liquor laws? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, I was. 

Senator DanreL. On more than one occasion or several occasions? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, I was. 

Senator Dantex. Several occasions? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes. 

Senator Dante. Had you been involved in these other violations 
of the law before you ever started selling narcotics? 

Mr. Marrorano. I refuse to answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Dantet. On what ground? 

Mr. Marrorano. On the ground it might incriminate me. 

Senator Wetxker. Mr. Chairman, may I be of assistance to counsel 
and his client. 

“T refuse to answer upon the ground and for the reason that under 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution | am not forced to bear wit- 
ness against myself.” And I am sure the chairman will agree that 
is the proper objection that we have heard so many, many times on 
the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee. 
And when he wants to claim that objection at any time hence, counsel 
will adopt that, if he will stipulate that that is a fair statement. 

Mr. Levy. That is a fair statement. 

Senator Weixker. And then all you will have to say is, “I claim my 
privilege.” 

Is that right, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Danrex. That is right. And it will be understood that it 
will be under the fifth amendment as stated by Senator Welker. 

I want to be sure that you claimed the privilege against testifying 
as to whether or not you had been convicted of violating the liquor 
laws before you ever started selling the narcotics. Do you wish to 
answer that question or to claim you are immune under the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. Marrorano. I claim my privilege, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You claim your privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment not to answer that question ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Now, I just want to say this. I have already been 
informed by counsel about something on which you would claim the 
fifth amendment. I am not going to ¢ ask you to identify certain people 
in connection with this question. But I do want to ask you the ques- 
tion as to whether you went outside of Philadelphia for the narcotics 
that you sold in the cases, only the cases for which you have already 
been convicted ? 

Mr. Levy. May I address the committee? 

Senator Dantev. Mr. Levy? 

Mr. Levy. Our problem is this. The cases that this defendant has 
already been convicted of are interwoven in day and date with eight 
bills of indictment that are within a day or two in time with those 
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that he has already plead guilty to. I do not want to advise my © 
client without explaining to the committee that, for example, he was 
convicted, particularly of a violation of the 14th of May, and I think | 
he has a violation of the 13th of May still open against him. And 
for that reason, and that reason alone, I must advise him as I now do. 

Senator Danrex. Your advice to him is what? 

Mr. Levy. That he claim his privilege, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And you refuse to answer the question because of | 
your privilege under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. You fear it might incriminate you to answer? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. You must excuse me. I am not trying to be 
smart, but I want to say this, so that we don’t set a precedent by this 
record, because, as you well know, the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment is a personal privilege which your client must ask for and obtain. 
The record now shows that you are advising him to refuse to answer, 
which you have a right to do, and I trust when you have your little 
talk with him you straighten that out. That seems trivial, counsel. 

Mr. Levy. No, it is important. 

Senator WELKER. But we don’t want to set a precedent in Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. Levy. We appreciate your courtesy. 

Senator Werixer. Do you know one Anthony Povenzan of 714 
South 11th Street, who is sometimes known as Tony Russo? 

Mr. Martorano. No, sir; not to my recollection, I don’t. 

Senator Dantex. Did you have any kind of association with a man 
by the name of Tony Russo? That is, has he been a personal associate 
or business associate or fraternal, friendly associate? 

Mr. MarrorAno. Not to my recollection, I don’t. 

Senator Danret. Do you une Beverly Lee Roman, of New Or- 
leans? 

Mr. Martorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did Beverly Lee Roman buy 28 capsules of heroin 
from you every day during the period from May 1, 1954, until May 
17, 1955? 

Mr. Martorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator Danret. Was Tony Russo supplying heroin which was 
furnished to Beverly Lee Roman? 

Mr. Marrorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know a man by the name of Fred Del 
Rogati, sometimes known as Letty? 

Mr. MarrorAno. Not to my recollection, I don’t know. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know Joe Belloma, of 662 Paschall Ave- 
nue, Philadelphia, which is in west Philadelphia? He is also known 
as Joe Boloney. 

Mr. Martorano. I have heard of him, sir, but I don’t know him. 

Senator Danrex. As a matter of fact, haven’t you know him nearly 
all your life? 

Mr. Marrorano. I wouldn’t say that I know him. I have seen him, 
but I wouldn’t say that I know the man. 

Senator Wetker. Did you speak to him? 
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Mr. Martorano. No. Heisan older man than me. ' 

Senator Danret. Did you ever have any kind of dealings with 
him, personal, financial, or friendly relatjons? 

Mr. Marrorano. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Did you know a man sometimes known as Hunch- 
back Harry; Harry Richobene, 728 Carpenter Street, Philadelphia? 

Mr. Marrorano. No, sir; I don’t know him. 

Senator WeLKer. Have you ever heard of him ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Hunchback Harry, no, sir; not that I can re- 
member. 

Senator Wetker. Very well. That is the best answer in the world. 
If you can’t remember, you can’t get in trouble over that. 

Senator Danret. While you were out on bond after having been 
arrested this year for the sale of narcotics, were you again arrested on 
May 19, 1955, for possession and sale of heroin ? 

Mr. Marrorano. I was arrested on that day, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Were you arrested for possession and sale of 
heroin? Did they tell you why they were arresting you? 

Mr. Marrorano. They told me drugs, sir. 

Senator Daniex. For drugs? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. And you were convicted on that charge, were you 
not ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir; positive. 

Senator Danret. And weren’t you out on $5,000 bond at the time? 

Mr. Marrorano. $5,000? 

Senator Dante. And were you out on bail bond at all at the time? 

Mr. Marrorano. I was out on bail, sir, at that time. 

Senator Dantet. At the time you were arrested ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And did you later plead guilty to having sold 
heroin as a result of that arrest and charge, did you later plead guilty 
of having sold heroin while you were out on bail for a previous charge? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Danret. In other words, you had already been charged 
with having made sales of drugs once, and while you were out on that 
bail bond you made other sales of heroin and later plead guilty 
thereto? 

Mr. Marrtorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Counselor, you well know the rule, that once you 
open up a subject matter that opens the whole gate. 

Mr. Levy. May we say with respect to his declining to answer the 
question, it is because of the indefiniteness of the question. The other 
sales of heroin are the only thing that we are claiming the privilege on. 
He has plead guilty, and he says he plead guilty. 

Senator Dantev. He plead guilty, and you aren’t claiming the privi- 
lege on that. 

I will rephrase the question. And I want to make the record amply 
clear that I am not asking you about any sales of narcotics about which 
you have not already been convicted. Do you understand ? 

Mr. Levy. May we have the question again ? 

Senator Danrev. Yes. Now, you were arrested on a charge of 
having sold narcotics, and you were out on bail bond. And while you 
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were out on bail bond you did sell heroin in the city of Philadelphia, 
did you not? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Danrex. And you later plead guilty to that? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Danrev. Did you realize the danger of heroin in that the 
people who take it can themselves become addicts for life after having 
taken only a few shots of heroin ? 

Mr. Marrorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator WreLker. How oie that tend to incriminate you? How 
under heaven’s name could the fact that you knew the danger of 
heroin, as a 6-year-old child would know, how could that tend to 
incriminate you? I don’t want to argue the matter with you, because 
you have an able counselor, and you have trouble enough of your own. 
But that is stretching it a little far to claim the privilege on that one. 

Isn’t that a fact, Counselor ? 

Mr. Levy. Yes, sir; it is stretching it a little far, except, sir, that 
this defendent is already in prison and serving 5 years. That calls 
for a conclusion on his part, sir, and it calls for medical knowledge. 
Certainly he has not been a good citizen or he would not be in prison 
now serving a prison sentence. 

Senator Danieu. Well, I did not want to embarrass this man who is 
under a 5-year penalty. I just want to know if you, a man who has 
sold heroin, now realize that you are about to pay your penalty ? 

Mr. Martorano. My respects to society. 

Senator Danrev. Do you now realize that what you were selling 
could cause the people to become addicted to it for life ? 

Mr. Marrorano. That I don’t need no advice, that I know. 

Senator Dante. That you know ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, I realize it. 

Senator Danret. And when you once get one person on heroin it is 
a good market to go back to, you know that they are going to get 
addicted to it, they can’t do without, or at least they feel that way; is 
that right? 

Mr. Marrorano. I couldn’t answer that, sir, because I am not an 
addict myself. 

Senator Danret. You have never been an addict yourself? 

Mr. Martorano. No, sir; I haven’t. 

Senator Dantev. You have seen addicts though, have you not, that 
simply had to have more heroin after they had once used it. 

It is your privilege to ask that there be no pictures made. 

Mr. Marrorano. I would rather not have them. I have a family. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know a detective in the city of Philadel- 
phia by the name of Peter Cardella ? 

Mr. Marrorano. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLKER. Well, do you remember a little conference that 
you had with him on the highway at Eighth and Fitzwater in August 
1954? 

Mr. Marrorano. Not to my recollection, sir, I don’t know. 

Senator Werker. Did you have anything to say to him to the effect 
that the police should go after the big guys and leave the small per- 
sons alone? 

Mr. Marrorano. I never said that, sir. 
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Senator Wetker. Did you ever tell him you were a user? 

Mr. MarroraNo. No, sir; I never said that, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Very well, I have no further questions. 

gee es Dantet. On the charge that you plead guilty to of having 
sold narcotics here in Philadalphia, did you get them from a source 
here in Philadelphia or outside of Philadelphia ? And I am not going 
to follow it up with asking you to name the source. 

Mr. Marrorano. I claim my privilege on that, sir. 

Senator Dante. Do you think that ‘after you have paid the penalty 
here to society that you would ever get back into this business, after 
you have served 5 years? 

Mr. Marrorano. No. 

Senator Danret. That is the way you feel about it now. 

Mr. Marrorano. I felt that way the first day I seen prison, sir. 

Senator Werker. You got religion the first day. But if you look 
at the record, there are repeaters, many of them, who lose their re- 
ligion after they get out in free society again, take advantage of the 
people whom they sell to, and I certainly hope, Mr. Witness, ‘that you 
remember the impression you had the first day in prison, and you will 
come out to make a useful member of society. It just makes me sick to 
see a young man like you with four children, to see you down there 
like this. You could be a fine, wonderful man. And I hope and 
pray that when you get through the penalty you are paying that you 

can look back on it and s say “I made a bad mistake.” 

Senator Dante. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Levy. May we express our per®onal thanks to the committee? 

Mr. Gasque. Mr. Chairman, an to the instructions of the com- 
mittee, counsel has called Dr. James G. White, 5808 Haverford Ave- 
nue, and extended the subcommittee’ s invitation to Dr. White to come 
and appear before the subcommittee if he wishes to with reference to 
the testimony of the previous witness here today. Dr. White indicated 
that he felt he would be in full agreement with Dr. Turner’s testimony, 
and was hesitant to come and testify, and indicated that we should 
telephone him tomorrow morning, and he would give me an answer at 
that time. 

Senator Weiker. As one member of this committee, I don’t think it 
is necessary for us to go out and get down on our knees and beg these 
people to come in. W e were extending this witness every courtesy. 
And Lam certainly going to object to calling back and forth on things 
like that. He made his bed, let him lie in it. 

Senator DANIEL. I will say this, Dr. Turner, that the purpose of call- 
ing you was to advise you that your name had come up in these hear- 
ings for the sale of narcotics for other than medical purposes. And in 
all fairness we thought we should notify you and Dr. White, and if 
you desired to appear before the committee, we would certainly be glad 
tohear you. That was the reason we called you. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics 


will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 


you God? 
Dr. Turner. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN B. TURNER, DOCTOR OF MEDICINE, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Danrex. Dr. Turner, will you give your full name and 
address? 

Dr. Turner. John B. Turner, 1302 South 18th Street, is my office. 
And my residence is 1705 West Jefferson Street. 

Senator Danret. Dr. Turner, as you have been notified, an under- 
cover agent for the Narcotics Bureau, in his testimony before the com- 
mittee this afternoon, gave your name to this committee and said he 
had made several purchases at your office. If you would like to com- 
ment for this committee in your own way before we question you, you 
may do so at this time. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? 

Senator Dantev. Senator Welker. 

Senator Werxer. Dr. Turner, do you have counsel with you? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Weixer. Have you consulted counsel ? 

Dr. Turner. I have not. 

Senator Wetxer. Both of us here on the committee have been for a 
long time practicing attorneys, and if you have any questions in your 
mind, any qualms about testifying without counsel, we will gladly 
arrange to come back here some other time. I know the chairman very 
well, he knows me very well, and it would be our last thought to have 
you get in trouble by some innocent mistake you might make on the 
witness stand. ° 

Dr. Turner. I don’t anticipate any trouble; I am only going to tell 
you the truth. 


Senator Weixer. I think you will; at least we try to find out the 
truth, Dr. Turner. 


Dr. Turner. I arneecae that. 
u 


Senator WELKER. 
counsel ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t think I need one. 

Senator Danret. Doctor, you may proceed. 

Dr. Turner. I want to say that I have never sold narcotics since 
I have practiced medicine for 49 years. I have written prescriptions 
for them; yes. I don’t carry it in my office. I don’t carry any drugs 
in my office. 

In 1953, Judge Bell, of the 46th Judicial District, sent one Eugene 
Jackson to me for drug addiction treatment. He put him on medical 
probation and sent him to me with a request that I would treat him. 

Senator WeLker. Eugene Jackson?’ 

Dr. Turner. Yes. I think at that time several judges of the muni- 
cipal court and the other courts of Philadelphia have sent drug addicts 
“ es when they were placed on medical probation for my treatment 
of them. 

Senator Weiker. How did they send them to you, Doctor? Did 
they call you on the telephone? 

Dr. Turner. No, they were directed by the court to go to Dr. Tur- 
ner’s office. 

Senator WeLKer. How do you know they were directed ? 

Dr. Turner. The patients told me they were. 


t I wanted to to ask you if you wanted to have 
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Senator Wetxer. Did you call u 
or not the patient was telling the truth ? 

Dr. TurNER. Well, many of the judges told me they had sent them. 

Senator WetkKer. Doctor, you are in this position. You have been 
accused of a very serious offense. Accusations are easily made and 
are hard to prove. And since you have volunteered to come before 
this committee we must search this whole thing out. It may be that 
you are a victim of testimony which is not correct. We are now 
going to interrogate you very carefully on every matter. You say 
you met several judges who sent dope addicts to you for treatment. 

Dr. Turner. I see one judge now who has sent cases to me for treat- 
ment, Judge Vincent Carroll. 

Senator Wetker. He has sent them to you? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir; for medical probation. 

Senator Werker. He told you that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did he tell you any way he knew to tell whether 
the patient was telling the truth or not ? 

Dr. Turner. Well, I have talked with him about it. 

Senator Weiker. Suppose you found that some unfortunate in- 
dividual down on the railroad track overheard the conversation 

Dr. Turner. I don’t mean to convey to you that every addict I 
treated was sent by the judges. 

Senator Wetker. That is the impression I have. 

Dr. Turner. Many patients who come to me for treatment have 
been referred by other patients. Not all came through the courts. 

Senator WeLKer. How many came through the court ? 

Dr. TurNer. Many. 

Senator WeLKer. How many patients have you treated, how many 
addicts? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t answer that. 

Senator WELKER. Approximately ? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t approximate it. 

Senator WeLker. Three, or three thousand ? 

Dr. Turner. Three thousand, no, a few hundred, I would say, three 
or four hundred. 

Senator Weiker. How many of that number were sent to you by 
judges of courts? 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t answer the exact number, but a number of 
them were, possibly a third. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever see any commitment papers or parole 
papers or anything signed by the judge directing that they receive 
medical care at your hand ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. I was even sent to prison to examine pris- 
oners who were drug addicts to make reports lal to the court. 

Senator WELKER. Well, most doctors have done that, haven’t they ? 

Dr. Turner. No, not most. 

Senator Wetxer. Quite a number do that. I think that is a fair 
statement. 

Now, let us go to these people who haven’t been sent to you. How 
many do you say that would be? 

Dr. Turner. I really couldn’t answer. I want to be fair 
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Senator Wetxer. I don’t want to be picayunish about it. I realize 
it is hard. 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t say, I don’t know. 

Senator WeLker. Were there several hundred ? 

Dr. Turner. Not several hundred, maybe a hundred or a hundred- 
fifty, I don’t know. 

Senator Wetker. When did you start treating these patients? 

Dr. Turner. When Judge Bell sent this case to me in 1953. 

Senator WetkeEr. In 1953, he sent a case to you ? 

Dr. Turner. Eugene Jackson. 

Senator Wetxer. And then you treated any cases that came to you, 
is that correct ? 

Dr. Turner. Well, I treated the cases as they came with the idea 
of trying to help them. 

Senator Werixer. You know the laws with respect to your pro- 
fession, don’t you ? 

Dr. Turner. I do. 

Senator Weixer. And you realize the fact that you were violating 
the law ? 

Dr. Turner. No, the law of the State of Pennsylvania gives me the 
right to treat a drug addict if I can help him. 

Senator Werxker. How about filing reports on these addicts that 
you are helping? 

Dr. Turner. Reports to whom ? 

Senator WeLker. You told me you knew the law, and I am going to 
find out if you do. Have you filed any reports to the Department of 
Health? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir, I filed reports to the Department of Health. 

Senator Wetker. Within the 72-hour limitation ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know whether it was the 72-hour. 

Senator Wetker. You know that the medical profession of the 
State of Pennsylvania has frowned upon this matter, you do know 
that to be a fact, don’t you ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And they have written in their journal admon- 
ishing you and other practitioners are not to do that, haven’t they? 

Dr. Turner. Maybe so. I won’t dispute you. 

Senator WeLKer. You keep up on your medical journals, don’t you ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, I do. 

Senator WeLKeEr. Counsel, will you show the witness this? 

Senator Danrex. You take the Pennsylvania Medical Journal; do 
you not, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Are you acquainted with an article in the Penn- 
sylvania Medical Journal warning doctors in this State concerning 
their treatment of drug addicts by giving narcotics? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, I read the article. I remember reading it. 

Senator Dantev. You remember reading the article? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did you know the facts stated in this article 
concerning the law and the attitude of the Medical Society of Penn- 
sylvania before you read it? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLtker. Now, Doctor—— 
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Dr. Turner. May I make a statement here? 

Senator Wetker. Yes, Doctor. 

Dr. Turner. When this matter came up, I went to my friend, Judge 
Alessandronia, of Common Pleas Court of Philadelphia. 

Senator WeLker. I am sorry, I missed that. 

Dr. Turner. I went to Judge Alessandronia’s chambers when that 
came up and told him of the situation, and asked him if it was 
within my right to treat addicts if I felt, medically speaking, I could 
help them. 

He said, “Yes, the court will sustain you in that, you have an abso- 
lute right to treat drug addicts if, in your opinion, you can help them 
and get them away from drug addiction.” 

And that is what I have been trying to do all these years, get them 
away from the use of the drugs. 

Senator Wetker. That is judge who? 

Dr. Turner. Eugene Alessandronia. 

Senator Werker. Is he still in office? 

Dr. Turner. He is in the common pleas court. 

May I say about Dr. White—I have heard his name mentioned— 
who looked after my practice when I was ill for 3 months. Dr. White 
is a legitimate graduate of a medical school licensed in another State, 
which State has reciprocity with Pennsylvania, which gives me a 
perfect right to use him as an assistant provided I signed his prescrip- 
tions. And that is the law of Pennsylvania. And so I had a perfect 
right to employ Dr. White as an assistant. He was licensed in another 
State which has reciprocity with this State. 

Senator Wetker. It is your conclusion that a man who is admitted 
to the practice of medicine in this State can use your skill, your genius, 
and ability, and write any prescription he desires ? 

Dr. Turner. Provided I sign my name to the prescription. 

Senator Wetker. How do you know what he is going to give? 

Dr. Turner. Well, I know he is a physician. 

Senator Wetker. Did you leave a stack of blank prescriptions with 
him ? 

Dr. Turner. No, when he came to my room at the hospital I signed 
about six blanks and told him he could sign his name over my name. 

Senator Wetxer. Did he do that? 

Dr. Turner. I presume he did, because I went to the drugstore 
afterwards and saw them. 

Senator WeL_ker. Why did you go to the drugstore? 

Dr. Turner. Because when they called on me about this I wanted 
to see what had been going on; I didn’t know. 

Senator WeLtker. Who called on you? 

Dr. Turner. Mr. Bransky, I believe it was. 

Senator WeLKker. What year was that? 

Dr. Turner. Not too long ago, last year. 

Senator WeLker. 1954 sometime? 

Dr. Turner. 1954, I think it was. 

Senator Werker. And he admonished you against doing what you 
had been doing? 

Dr. Turner. I told him if it was his advice that I not treat addicts, 
I would cease it from that day, in spite of the advice I was given by 
Judge Alessandronia. And I haven't treated one since. 
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Senator Wetxer. I don’t want to mislead you, and I know you 
don’t want to mislead the committee. What year was it that you 
were admonished by Mr. Bransky ? 

Dr. Turner. I think it was the latter part of 1954, I don’t re- 
member the date. 

Senator Wexixer. And from that time you never treated any drug 
addicts ? 

Dr. Turner. I would like to correct that. I went to Judge Ales- 
sandronia at that time, as I told you previously, and asked his advice. 
He said, “Doctor, if you find a patient that needs treatment and you 
feel you can help him, you treat him.” But I have stopped treating 
drug addicts, I don’t want them coming to my office. 

Senator Weiker. You stopped treating them after you talked to 
Mr. Bransky ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WeLKer. Was that in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. It was sometime along there. 

Senator WetKErR. Doctor, really, in all fairness to you, I think you 
should have counsel here. 

Dr. Turner. If I had counsel, I wouldn’t remember that. I am tell- 
ing you approximately when it happened. 

Runde Weiker. Personally, I think you should have counsel. 

Dr. Turner. I will answer any question to the best of my ability. 

Senator Danret. You go right ahead, Doctor, and explain. 

Dr. Turner. We were speaking about Dr. White. He is a licensed 
hysician in another State, and that State has reciprocity with our 
tate, and therefore, I used him as un assistant when I was ill. That 

is why I used him as an assistant, because I knew the law permitted 
a to use him by virtue of the fact that he was licensed in another 
tate. 

Senator Weixer. Why couldn’t he be admitted in Pennsylvania? 

Dr. Turner. I think he has taken the examinations. He is eligible 
for examinations. 

Senator Wetxer. I can’t quite follow you on that. Just because 
he is licensed in a State which has reciprocity with Pennsylvania, 
then he has a right to issue prescriptions in your name to dope ped- 
dlers, is that your conclusion ? 

Dr. Turner. That is absolutely the law, sir. 

Senator WeLker. It is? 

Dr. Turner. It is. 

Senator Wetker. Well, I learn the law nearly every day on these 
committees. I hope you are correct on it. 

Dr. Turner. I think I am, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Very well. In other words, you can take a man 
from the State of Oregon or some State having 

Dr. Turner. I think it is Missouri, I am not certain. 

Senator WeLker. And he could use your blank prescription blanks, 
en out with whatever he thought he should prescribe; is that 
right ¢ 

Dr. Turner. Well, if he is a reputable physician nobody would 
question it. The medical authorities wouldn’t question it. The county 
medical society condones that, the State medical society permits us 
to have assistants. 

Senator Wetxer. Do your assistants write prescriptions? 
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Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. They do write prescriptions? 

Dr. Turner. They write prescriptions; yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Without being admitted to the practice of their 
profession. : 

Dr. Turner. He is licensed in a State which has reciprocity with 
this State, and that admits him 

Senator We.Lker. We are on assistants now. 

Dr. Turner. I don’t have any assistants now. I am on the job 
myself. 

Senator Wetxer. You stated your assistants? 

Dr. Turner. I meant my assistant. He was the only assistant I 
have had. 

Senator Wetxer. He was your assistant while you were ill? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Well, you go ahead and tell the committee what- 
ever you want. 

Dr. Turner. The only thing I know of is, I have written prescrip- 
tions, I have never handed out any drugs to any patient; if anyone 
says to the contrary, he isnt’ telling the truth. 

Senator Werker. Well, I don’t think any such testimony has come 
out. 

Dr. Turner. I have written prescriptions on the advice of a repu- 
table judge of our court. He has said that I was within my right 
to write those prescriptions. And I did it with the idea of helping 
those poor unfortunates who needed help. 

Senator Wetxker. Notwithstanding the fact that Mr. Bransky had 
told you not to do it, that you were in violation ? 

Dr. Turner. I told you after I had the conference with Mr. Bran- 
sky I ceased to write prescriptions. I told him, in spite of the fact 
that I was told I could write them, I would not treat them. 

Senator Danret. May I clarify one point? Did you have more 
than one conversation with Mr. Bransky about this matter? 

Dr. Turner. One on the phone and once in his office. 

Senator Dantet. Which was first? 

Dr. Turner. The phone. 

Senator DanreL. And what year was that? 

Dr. Turner. It was 1954. 

Senator Dantet. 1954? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. Was that the occasion on which he advised you 
that he thought you were violating the law, and that you should not 
write these prescriptions for narcotics for drug addicts? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Was that the occasion when you told him you 
would not do it any more? 

Dr. Turner. I told him I would come in to see him personally. 
This was a phone conversation. 

Senator Dantet. Yes. 

Dr. Turner. Then I went into his office and talked to him and told 
him I would desist from writing prescriptions for drug addicts. 

Senator Dante. Without naming him, was there another doctor 
present at that time? 

Dr. Turner. We were the only two present at that time. 
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Senator Danret. You went to his office and told him you would not 
write prescriptions at any time? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Let me be sure about the date again. Is that the 
visit in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. The latter part of 1954. 

Senator Danteu. The latter part of 1954? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. And then did you have a subsequent conversa- 
tion with Mr. Bransky concerning this matter? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t recall any subsequent conversation—just the 
phone call and the visit to his office. 

Senator Danre.. In any event, it is your testimony here that you 
never wrote another prescription for narcotics to drug addicts after 
your visit with Mr. Bransky in his office? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t say that, sir. I said—— 

Senator Dantet. Put it in your own words. 

Dr. Turner. I told Mr. Bransky I would not. Then I told you I 
visited Judge Alessandronia to clear up the matter. He told me it 
was perfectly within my rights to prescribe for drug addicts if I 
thought I could help them. Subsequently I think 2 or 3 of those I 
had previously treated who were in dire straits came to my office, and 
I gave them codeine sulphate, sodium bromide, elixir triple bromide. 
That is a prescription. Now it is not considered a drug. Codeine 
sulphate we use in cough medicines and prescriptions. But I did not 
write for any dilaudid or anything like that. But I think 2 or 3 of 
them came to me afterward and I gave them that prescription. 

Senator Dante.. Is that the only type of prescription you wrote 
after the visit in Mr. Bransky’s office? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember having written any more. 

Senator Daniex. After your having received the advice from the 
judge? 

Dr. Turner. That is my memory. If I wrote it, I don’t recall. I 
may have, but I don’t recall. 

Senator Weiker. Would you tell me what examination you gave 
these unfortunate people? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. I gave each one a thorough physical exami- 
nation; heart, lungs, the entire body. And I examined the eyes. 

Senator Wetxer. The clothing removed ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, stripped to the waist. Then I examined the eyes: 
that is where we find the drug addiction. The pupil of the eye is 
either fixed or contracts very sluggishly if they are under the use of 
drugs. A pupil normally contracts, a normal procedure. But when 
they are under the influence of drugs, that pupil will not contract at 
all, or it will contract very sluggishly. 

Senator Werxer. Will you tell us how you make this eye test? 

Dr. Turner. With a light in the eye. 

Senator Wetker. Shining in it? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. We separate the lid, we throw the light 
in there. And the pupil is a little round black spot in the center of 
the eyeball. 

Senator WetKeErR. About the same test you use to find out whether 
there has been a hemorrhage? 

Dr. Turner. The same procedure. 
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Senator WeLker. You did that in all cases? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. Now, a drug addict who is taking the drug 
by mouth, it is very difficult to determine whether he is or not. Those 
men who shoot themselves, men or women, in the arm, they have a 
mark, and you can readily see they have used a needle. But a man 
who uses drugs by mouth or by inhalation—and this fellow Jackson 
sniffed his drug—you wouldn’t be able to tell; no doctor would be able 
to tell that he is a drug addict unless it is pupillary, and that some- 
thing else might cause that pupil to be sluggish. 

Senator Wetker. In all the cases that you have treated, you have 
always given this full and complete examination ? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. I have examined every person thor- 
oughly that comes to my office. 

Senator Wetxer. And naturally you would look for the needle 
marks in the arm of a man who is taking the dope. 

Dr. TurNER. Sometimes we find the needle in the hip and some- 
times in the leg. 

Senator Wetker. And how did you determine what to give these 
people? 

Dr. Turner. I find out first what they are taking. 

Senator Wextker. Did you treat any of them that told you they 
were on heroin? What did you use on them ? 

Dr. Turner. Codeine, sodium bromide, and elixir triple bromide. 

Senator Weitker. Anything else? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t recall. 

Senator Weitxer. Anything else, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. I may have, in an extreme case where they were 
shooting themselves 3 or 4 times a day, as many of them do, I would 
put them on the same drug by mouth and take the needle from 
them. 

Senator Wetker. Heroin by mouth? 

Dr. Turner. Heroin. 

Senator WeLxer. Where did you get the heroin? 

Dr. Turner. On prescription. 

Senator Wetxker. Did you get that from different drugstores? 

Dr. Turner. There is a drugstore near my office where I would send 
for it. Usually, I would send for the drug and have them bring it to 
my office and dish it out myself so they wouldn’t drink it all at one 
time. 

Senator Danret. Are you speaking specifically of heroin now? 

Dr. Turner. All drugs. 

Senator Danret. You are speaking specifically of heroin now? 

Dr. Turner. Very few cases. I don’t remember one now, but I 
may have. 

Senator WELKER. Doctor, you ought to be able to teli us how many. 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t, I have treated so many of them. 

Senator WeLxer. A medical man prescribing heroin, the most toxic, 
most severe of all drugs? 

Dr. Turner. It is, absolutely, sir. 

Senator Wetker. A man of your years in the profession of medi- 
cine, and you are called upon to help some of these addicts, certainly 
you would remember those cases. 

Dr. Turner. I can’t recall any. 

Senator WeLker. Would it be 3 to 10? 
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Dr. TurNer. Very few. 


a drugstore near your office, and you sent the prescription over there, 


it would be filled with heroin, and then you would give the addict the 7 


shot, is that right? 
Dr. Turner. No, I did not say that. 


Senator Werker. Then I misunderstood you. Would you tell me — 


what happened ? 

Dr. Turner. I said in the case of these drug addicts, when it is an 
extreme case I would phone the drugstore the prescription, he would 
send the medicine to my office, when the drug addict would come to 
my office once a week I would give him the medicine myself by mouth, 
or if it was necessary, injection. I gave very few injections, I gave 
it to him by mouth. 

I had this man Jackson, he used cocaine hydrochloride, he sniffed 
it. That is the only case I have ever seen in my practice of cocaine 


addiction. I got the cocaine myself and mixed it. I have a bottle © 


in my office now. And when he came in, I would dish it out to him 
so he wouldn’t drink the whole thing or have it at one shot. That 
is the way I parceled it to them. 

Senator Wetxer. Is that man still taking the cocaine you have in 
your office now ? 

Dr. Turner. He is in prison in New York, as I understand. 

Senator Wexxer. I thought you testified a moment ago that you 
hadn’t given any drugs to any of these addicts? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t say I had been giving any drugs. I said I 
tapered it off, that is what I said. 

Senator Wetxer. You tapered it off? 

Dr. Turner. Tapered it off if they were an extreme case and I 
thought they needed it, I tapered it off to the point where they 
wouldn’t take anything. 

Senator We ker. Doctor, tell me, are you treating any drug addicts 
now £ 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. When did you quit? 

Dr. Turner. After I saw Mr. Bransky. 

Senator WetKer. What are you doing with the cocaine in your office 
right now? 

Dr. Turner. I kept it so that if anybody came from the narcotics 
office—the man’s name is on it—I could show that I had it there for 
this man Jackson. 

Senator WetKer. Why did you do that, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. To protect myself. I never treated a drug addict for 
cocaine addiction but this one case, and I have saved it—— 

Senator Wetker. What was that man’s name? 

Dr. Turner. Eugene Jackson; and he isin prison in New York now. 

Senator Weixer. And when did you treat him? 

Dr. Turner. It has been a long time ago—sometime ago now. 

Senator WELKER. What year? 

Dr. Turner. 1954—the early part of 1954. 

Senator Werker. You still have the cocaine there in your office? 

Dr. Turner. It is not used for anything; it is just sitting there. 

Senator WetkKer. Be that as it may, I am asking you a question; it 
may seem silly, but I am trying to find it out; I am trying to be as fair 


Senator WELKER. It is your testimony, as I recall, that there was © 
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as I can; I am not trying to take advantage of you. Do you still have 
the cocaine there? 

Dr. Turner. It is sitting back among the bottles in my office. 

Senator Wetker. Did you testify favorably for a pardon or parole 
of this Eugene Jackson recently ? 

Dr. Turner. I merely stated that he was under my care since the 
day I mentioned to you and I felt that he was trying to get away 
from it. 

Senator Wetker. Did you ask the court for a parole or pardon for 
him ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I didn’t ask for him. 

Senator Wetker. Didn’t you testify in support of the application 
for pardon and parole? 

Dr. Turner. I merely told what I had done for the man; if that 
helped, him, so well and good. I told him he was under my care from 
such a date to such a date. I told him what I had given him. I told 
him I went down to Moyamensing Prison once at the direction of the 
court to see him. I just gave a history of what I had done for him; 
it wasn’t in support of him or against him. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Turner, I would like to see if we have this 
matter of dates correct. As I understand it, you had a telephone 
conversation with Mr. Bransky. 

Dr. Turner. That is correct. 

Senator Danteu. In 1954? 

Dr. Turner. As I remember, it was 1954. 

Senator Danret. And then how long thereafter was it before you 
went to his office and talked with him about this matter? 

Dr. Turner. The day after the telephone call. 

Senator Dantez. The day after the telephone call in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. And on that occasion in this office, did you tell 
Mr. Bransky that you would stop writing prescriptions for narcotics 
in the treatment of narcotic addicts? 

Dr. Turner. That is correct. 

Senator Dantet. And did you not talk about it as the ambulatory 
method of treatment? 

Dr. Turner, Yes. 

Senator Dantet. What is the ambulatory method? 

Dr. Turner. The case that walks around the streets, not confined 
to an institution. 

Senator Dantet. In other words, any patient that can walk into 
your office? 

Dr. Turner. That is an ambulatory case. 

Senator Danrev. And get a prescription, go out and treat himself 
with the drug, is an ambulatory patient? 

Dr. Turner. That is an ambulatory patient. 

Senator Danret. Now, do you know that the medical society of this 
State says that it is not proper or legal for a doctor to treat drug 
addicts as ambulatory patients? 

Dr. Turner. I told you, I think, twice before that, I cleared that 
matter in my own mind by consulting one of the finest judges on the 
bench of Philadelphia, Judge Alessandronia, and he advised me it 
was my privilege to do it if I felt I could help them. 
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Senator Dantz.. I asked, did you know the attitude of the Pennsyl- 
vania Medical Association on the subject? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And what is their attitude on ambulatory cases? 

Dr. Turner. They discourage it. 

Senator Dante. They discourage it? 

Dr. Turner. Right. 

Senator Dante. Now, then, when you talked with Mr. Bransky in 
1954 and told him that you would quit giving ambulatory treatment 
to drug addicts, did you intend to do it? 

Dr. Turner. I certainly did. 

Senator Dantet. Did you quit? 

Dr. Turner. I did, until the time I saw Judge Alessandronia. 

Senator Dantet. How long was that? How long was that from the 
time you saw Bransky until you saw Judge Alessandronia ? 

Dr. Turner. It may have been a month, a short while after—no, it 
wasn’t a month, a short while, I went in to see the judge since they 
had been sending me these cases with instructions to cure them. I 
thought the judges knew what they were doing. 

Senator Danret. Did Judge Alessandronia send you some cases with 
instructions to treat them ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. How many? 

Dr. Turner. Several. 

Senator Dantet. After he told you it was all right to go ahead and 
do it, did you start treating them again? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Dantev. You said that you quit up until the time that you 
talked to Judge Alessandronia? 

Dr. Turner. When I said that, I told you that there were 2 or 3, 
maybe 3, extremely grave cases that I had previously treated before 
this meeting with Judge Alessandronia and Mr. Bransky appeared. 
They came to me, and I did give them treatment, not over three cases. 
But I am not treating any now; I stopped entirely. 

Senator Dantex. Between the time you talked to Mr. Bransky in 
1954 and the time you talked to Judge Alessandronia you did not treat 
any more ambulatory narcotic addicts? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dantex. But after talking to Judge Alessandronia you 
treated about three more patients? 

Dr. Turner. I treated about three of the cases I had previously 
treated who were in very dire straits, they came to me, and recognizing 
what the judge had told me, I did give them treatment, the codeine 
treatment that I mentioned. 

Senator Danret. Did you prescribe dilaudid? 

Dr. Turner. Before that, yes, dilaudid tablets. 

Senator Dantex. After you talked to Judge Alessandronia, did you 
prescribe dilaudid ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Are you sure you talked to Judge Alessandronia 
in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. It must have been 1954. 

Senator Danrex. It wasn’t this year? 
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Dr. Turner. It may have been the latter part of 1954 or 1955. 

Senator Danrev. The latter part of 1954 or the first part of 1955? 

Dr. Turner. It was not too long ago I went to his office. It may 
have been 1955, I may be in error on 1954. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any record that would recall it to 
you’ Itis an important matter, Dr. Turner. 

Dr. Turner. I can verify it with Judge Alessandronia if you want 
to. And he will tell you that I came to his office. 

Senator Dantet. But do you have any way of fixing the date? 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t tell you exactly the date. This is June. I 
am pretty sure it was this year. It didn’t go back to 1954. 

Senator Dante. Are you fairly sure that you talked to Mr. Bransky 
in 1954, the latter part of 1954? 

Dr. Turner. Maybe it was 1955 I talked to Dr. Bransky. 

Senator Dantet. In his office? 

Dr. Turner. In his office. I can verify that, too. 

Senator WELKER. Doctor, you have been around the waterfront on 
these dates, and you are here under oath, and that is a serious thing. 

Dr. Turner. Tell me where? 

Senator Weixer. You first fixed the date as 1954. And you had 
us believe that these meetings were held in 1954. And now you want 
us to believe that they were held in 1955. 

Dr. Turner. The latter part of 1954 or the first part of 1955; I will 
stick to that statement. 

Senator Dantet. Whenever the meeting was with Mr. Bransky in 
his office, from that date on, you never prescribed dilaudid for any 
narcotics addict ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember having prescribed dilaudid tablets 
for anybody since then. 

Senator Danret. And the only narcotics addicts that you have 
treated as ambulatory patients are these three that come to your mind? 

Dr. Turner. That is all that I remember. 

Senator Dantret. Do you remember their names? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did you keep a record? 

Dr. Turner. I have a record in my office. 

Senator Dantet. Did you keep copies of your prescriptions ? 

Dr. Turner. No, I do not, 

Senator Danret. You do not? 

Dr. Turner. I merely keep an office record of the name, the address, 
and what I am treating for, the efficacy. 

Senator DanieL. What you are treating them for? 

Dr. TurNnER. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreLt. What would it show that you were treating these 
three cases for? 

Dr. Turner. In these cases, DA—drug addiction. 

Senator Dante. Do you have those records in the office? 

Dr. Turner, I have, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Could you bring those to the committee in order 
that you may refresh your mind about those cases? 

Dr. Turner. I am going out of town tonight. When could I do it? 

Senator Dante. Is it important that you leave tonight? 

_ Dr. Turner. It is a professional consultation, but if I have to break 
it I will have to break it. 
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Senator DanteL. We gave you short notice to come here, and it is 
strictly up to you as to whether you would like to break it so that we 


can clear up this entire matter before we leave here and go back to 


Washington. 

Dr. Turner. Can I come in the morning ? 

Senator Dantet. Yes, I think we could begin our hearing at 9 in 
the morning. Would that be satisfactory with you? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, say 9:30; would that suit you? 

Senator WetKer. Doctor, we have a lot of witnesses to finish. 

Dr. Turner. I will come whenever you say. 

Senator Danteu. Nine o’clock. 

Dr. Turner. All right, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, would you bring with you your records 
which show the persons you treated from 1954 through 1955. And 
you did not keep copies of your prescriptions? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Do you keep a copy of the report you send in to 
the Health Department on drug addicts that you have treated ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Do you report to the Health Department on the 
names of the drug addicts that you have treated ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. I ask you if you kept a copy of that report, and 
you said you did not? 

Dr. Turner. I do not. 

Senator Dante. Now, do you send your patients to any particular 
drugstores for their prescriptions? 

Dr. Turner. They go where they want to; I don’t direct them to any 
particular drugstore. 

Senator Dantet. Where were most of your prescriptions filled? 

Dr. Turner. At 18th and Federal Streets, a block from my office, 
= 17th and Wharton; those are the two drugstores closest to my 
office. 

Senator Danret. At 18th and Federal, what is the name of that 
drugstore ? 

Mr. Turner. Cameron. 


Senator Dante. And what is the drugstore on 17th? 
Dr. Turner. Monroe is the name of the man. 
Senator Dantev. Monroe Drug? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 


Senator Dantex. Now, you say you went to one of these drugstores, 
or did you go to both of them, to see the prescriptions that Dr. White 
had filled in your absence? 

Dr. Turner. I went to the drugstore at 18th and Federal Streets. 

Senator Danret. What is the name of that? 

Dr. Turner. Cameron. 

Senator Danret. And you checked the prescriptions that Dr. White 
had filled in over your signature? 

Dr. TURNER. That is right. 

a Dante. Did all those prescriptions have your name on 
them ¢ 

Dr. Turner. Each one of them has my name on it. 


Senator Dantret. Did each one have his name on it also? 
Dr. Turner. Yes. 
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Senator Dante. What period of time were you away from the 
office in which you left Dr. White in charge? 

Dr. Turner. It was about 3 months. 

Senator Dante. About 3 months. And how many prescriptions, 
blank prescriptions, did you leave with him with your signature on 
them ? 

Dr. Turner. Not over a dozen. 

Senator Danrex. Not over a dozen. And you were in the hospital 
here during the 3 months? 

Dr. Turner. Pennsylvania Hospital. I was first in the Graduate 
and the Pennsylvania. 

Senator Danrex. Did he come to the hospital or send to the hospital 
for more prescription blanks? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Did he ever get any prescription blanks, or did 
you ever sign any blanks while you were in the hospital ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t recall signing any blanks in the hospital. I 
gave them to him before I went into the hospital. He came to see 
me. And I signed, I guess, about a dozen prescriptions. 

Senator Danret. And you were not called on to sign more blank 
prescriptions? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember signing any more, because he didn’t 
treat too many. 

Senator Danteu. He is not licensed in this State? 

Dr. Turner. He has reciprocity, but not licensed. 

Senator Dantet. By “reciprocity” do you mean he has the right 
to get a license here without examination; is that it? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; that isn’t it at all. 

Senator Dante. Explain it. 

Dr. Turner. Reciprocity means this, if I am licensed in a certain 
State and another State has reciprocity with this State, that gives 
the doctor who is not licensed in this State the right to practice his 
profession under a doctor who is licensed in this State. 

Senator Danrex. That is your understanding and your belief as to 
what the law is? 

Dr. Turner. No; that is the law. 

Senator Dante. You checked that? 

Dr. Turner. As a member of the county medical society and official 
of one of its committee, I ought to know. 

Senator Danrez. I am asking for information. 

Dr. Turner. That is the information. 

Senator Danret. Now, then, is it also permissible under Pennsy]l- 
vania law for a doctor to sign a prescription in blank and allow some 
other doctor to fill in the prescription over his signature? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. That is your understanding of the law? 

Dr. Turner. That is my understanding of the law. 

Senator Dantret. You understand that you have a special law on 
prescriptions for narcotic drugs in Pennsylvania? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Did you authorize Dr. White to utilize blank pre- 
scriptions in any case that he might desire? 

Dr. Turner. In cases that were required and needed it; yes. 

Senator Dantet. Required prescriptions. 





458 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Danre.. Was specific mention made of any drug addicts? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Dantet. Did you authorize him to use the prescriptions 
for narcotics, that is, to prescribe narcotics under that prescription ? 

Dr. Turner. I distinctly told Dr. White—and I will never forget 
it—not to treat any drug addicts, “You can’t handle them, you don’t 
know how to handle them.” I told him not to prescribe for any drug 
addicts. I signed those prescriptions for the codeine that he might 
use in cough mixtures or other legitimate prescriptions that a doctor 
might prescribe. 

Senator DanreL. But you specifically told him not to treat any 
drug addicts in your absence ? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dante... Because he did not know how to handle them? 

Dr. Turner. He hadn’t been accustomed to handling drug addicts. 
I knew that. 

Senator Danret. Did you know whether or not he did use any of 
those prescriptions for drug addicts? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know, but I don’t think so. I didn’t see any 
of his prescriptions for drug addictions. 

Senator Dante. Was Eugene Jackson being treated by your office 
during that time? 

Dr. Turner. No; Eugene Jackson was treated by me and he wasn’t 
treated by me until I returned to the scene. 

Senator Danret. You mean for a 3-month period ? 

Dr. Turner. He went somewhere else, I presume. He didn’t come 
to my office. 

Senator Danter. For 3 months Eugene Jackson did not get any 
cocaine from your office? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator WetxKer. Doctor, you say you were away from the office 
for 3 months because of illness. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret, What type of illness? 

Dr. Turner. That isn’t quite a fair question. Doctors don’t tell 
their diagnoses of anybody, unless it is the family. 

Senator Werxker. [ don’t want to be unfair with you. I thought 
you had an operation. 

Dr. Turner. I did have an operation. But it isn’t customary for 
doctors to tell their business. 

Senator Wetxer. I hate to get into the realm of your profession. 
I will tell vou right now I have a headache, and that does violate the 
code of ethics of my profession. 

I ask you this, and I want you to be careful of your answer. Have 
you ever treated anybody that wasn’t an extreme case of dope ad- 
diction ? 

Dr. Turner. What do you mean by “extreme”? 

Senator Wetker. Just like you testified to a while ago, you said 
they had to be extreme; you had to help those unfortunate people. 

Dr. Turner. Yes; I have treated them when they weren’t quite 
that extreme. 

Senator WeiKeEr. How far down the line did they go? 

Dr. Turner. What do you mean? 
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Senator WeLker. Well, did you treat any heroin cases? 
Dr. Turner. Well, I testified a while ago there were 3 or 4 heroin 


cases. 


Senator Weiker. And you gave them complete physical examina- 
tions, as you have testified about ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And you used this codeine compound, or what- 
ever you called it? 

Dr. Turner. That is the drug that I used in all of these cases, ex- 
cept a very few. 

Senator WeLKeER. In every one of those heroin cases that came be- 
fore you and you treated them, you necessarily looked at their body 
to see whether or not they had injection marks. 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. And you ascertained from them the amount of 
their dosage from heroin that they had been taking. 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. And from that you ascertained whether or not 
it Was an impossible case, or something you could help in? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Was there any doubt in your mind that every 
person that told you he was a heroin addict was a heroin addict ? 

Dr. Turner. You never can depend upon what a drug addict tells 
you. They are the biggest liars on earth. 

Senator Wexker. If he came in there seeking heroin, you could 
probably believe him on that ? 

Dr. Turner. He would be truthful on that; he would want it—— 

Senator DanieL. And you could tell that by examining the pupils 
in his eyes ? 

Dr. Turner. That is one of the factors that helps you in a diag- 
nosis. You have to rule out many other causes, ee there are 
many diseases that cause pupillary reaction other than drug ad- 
diction. 

Senator Wetker. I regret having to go over this again, but I want 
to be sure of your recollection of the cases you treated after you 
talked to Judge Alessandronia. To the best of your recollection, you 
treated how many cases of heroin addiction after talking with Judge 
Alessandronia ? 

Dr. Turner. Maybe 2 or 3, as I mentioned before, not many, very 
few? . 

Senator DanteL. Now, in how many of those instances did you pre- 
scribe heroin in the treatment ? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t prescribe heroin in any of them, as I recall, 
I put them on my 

Senator Dante. Either I have misunderstood your previous an- 
swers, or 

Dr. Turner. May I tell you 

Senator Dantex. Go on and clear it up. 

Dr. Turner. I want to tell you what I did with those three cases. 
They were very extreme cases. And I tapered off the heroin; while 
they were taking 2 or 3 shots a day I gave them 1 dose, I didn’t give 
any shots at all, I gave it by mouth, and I tapered it off until I got it 
down to nothing. 

Senator Dantet. You tapered it off with heroin ? 
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Dr. Turner. Yes. | 

Senator Dantex. You did in these 2 or 3 cases prescribe heroin for 
these patients ? 

Dr. Turner. That isright. I told you that before. 

Senator Dantet. In each instance you prescribed it by mouth. 

Dr. Turner. By mouth. 

Senator Danrex. Did you administer it in either of those instances! 

Dr. Turner. You mean, did I put it in their mouths? 

Senator Danrex. I mean, did you personally give it to them in your © 
office ? 

Dr. Turner. I remember giving them some, but I can’t remember 
the names. 

Senator Dantet. In each instance would you send them to the drug- 
store to get this prescription and then bring it back to the office ? 

Dr. Turner. That was the procedure. 

Senator Danrex. And then you would administer it to see that it was 
properly taken ? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Danret. How much heroin would you write in these pre- 
scriptions, for how much heroin in each instance ? 

Dr. Turner. Well, it varied, it would depend upon the—— 

Senator Dantet. Enough for more than one dose ? 

Dr. Turner. I would give enough for 2 or 3 days. 

Senator Dante. Two or three days. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And then you would just administer one treat- 
ment, you would let them administer the rest ? 

Dr. Turner. They would come to my office and see how I admin- 
istered it. And I showed them and told them how much to take, a 
teaspoonful or two teaspoonfuls. And I saw them take it in my office, 
and then I would tell them to take the next dose, which would be 
maybe the next day or the day after. 

Senator Dantet. Now, did all of this happen after the last conver- 
sation you had with Mr. Bransky on the subject ? 

Dr. Turner. I think that is true. 

Senator Dante. Now, what is the scientific medical name that you 
gave in the prescription for the drug we are referring to as heroin? 

Dr. Turner. That is all it is, it is just heroin. That is the scientific 
name. 

Senator Danie. That is the name in the druggist’s prescription ? 

Dr. Turner. As I said, there were 2 or 3 cases where I prescribed 
it and it is heroin. 

Senator Danret. And over how long a period did you prescribe this 
heroin in these 2 or 3 cases? 

2 Dr. Turner. Maybe 2 or 3 cases, that is all, and then they got away 
rom it. 

Senator Dantet. Was Eugene Jackson one of those patients ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dante... He was a cocaine addict? 

Dr. Turner. He was a cocaine addict. 

Senator Danrev. And you prescribed cocaine for him ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dante. And you administered that in your office? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 
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Senator Daniet. And you still have the 

Dr. TurNEr. I still have the remnants of what I was using for him 
in my Office. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, this committee will stand in recess until 9 
o'clock in the morning, when you will bring the records I have already 
talked about, and anything else that might refresh your memory as to 
the exact dates that have been involved here. We will appreciate it. 

Dr. Turner. Are there any particular names that you want me to 
look up inany record? If you will give me the names that would help. 

Senator Danrev. Yes; there are. Of course, we would like to have 
the complete records. 

Just a moment, the only name that we have to give you at this time is 
Joseph Daniels. 

Dr. Turner. I will look at my records and tell you when he came to 
my office and what I gave him. 

Senator Danret. And you will bring all of your 1954 and 1955 rec- 
ords to the committee at 9 in the morning? 

Dr. TurNER. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Just one question. What months were you in the hos- 
pital? We seem to have overlooked that. 

Dr. TurNER. September, October, and November. 

Mr. Gasque. Of last year, 1954? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. Thank you. 

We will stand in recess until 9 o’clock tomorrow in this courtroom. 

(Whereupon, at 6:20 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 9a. m., Saturday, June 18, 1955.) 
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SATURDAY, JUNE 18, 1955 





Unrvep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMPROVEMENTS 
IN THE FeperaL Criminar Cops, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 9 a. m., in courtroom 
No. 3, United States Courthouse, Senator Price Daniel (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 
Present : Senators Daniel and Welker. 
Also present: C. Aubrey Gasque, subcommittee counsel, and W. L. 
Speer, chief investigator. 
Senator Dante,. The committee will come to order. 
Dr. Turner, you may be seated where you were yesterday. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN P. TURNER, MEDICAL DOCTOR, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA., ACCOMPANIED BY GARFIELD W. LEVY, COUNSEL— 
Resumed 


























Mr. Levy. May I say, respectfully to the committee, that since yes- 
terday’s hearing I have been consulted by Dr. Turner, and I request 
permission to appear with him or sit with him this morning. I wish 
he had asked me before he testified. 

Senator DanteL. Why ? 
Mr. Levy. Oh, I just like to be in on the ground floor. 

Senator Dantex. You were in the courtroom yesterday and you 
remember Senator Welker urging Dr. Turner to have an attorney. 
Mr. Levy. I certainly do. It was good advice. It is always good 

| advice. 

| Senator Danteu. So you heard the testimony, Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Levy. Yes; I heard the testimony. 

Senator Dantet. This is Mr. Levy, who represented Martorano, 
yesterday, and whose name is therefore in our record. 

Now, Dr. Turner, have you brought with you your records showing 
the different narcotic addicts which you have treated ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, I have, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Do you have a separate record of the narcotic 
addicts that you have treated, or is that a record of all of your 
patients ? 
| Dr. Turner. It is a record of all the patients. 

} Senator Danrev. Will you just show us the book? Do you have it 
in 2 books or 1? 

Dr. Turner. Two, for different years, 1954 and 1955. 
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Senator Dantet. And those are the books you hold in your hand? 
Dr. Turner. Yes. 
Senator Danret. Now, have you gone through these since your 
hearing yesterday to determine how many narcotic addicts you pre- 
scribed for duri ing 1954 and up to the present time? 
Dr. Turner. Y es, Senator Daniel, I have. 
Senator Danrev. How many have you prescribed for? 
Mr. Levy. May we suggest that the books are here. Would the 
committee care to look at them ? 
Senator Danret. Yes; the committee would, except that we might 
develop a few facts and then have them sent up ‘here. 
Do you have the figure you have already taken down? 
Dr. Turner. Yes. 
Senator DanteL. You send the books up here and we will look at 
them, and you give us the figure. 
Senator WexKer. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am 
delighted to see Mr. Levy here representing the doctor. I may say 
that he is an excellent attorney, he treats this committee with great 
respect. 
I am sorry, sir, that you didn’t have this able attorney with you 
yesterday. But I begged you to have one. 
Dr. Turner. I took your advice. 
Senator Weiker. But you didn’t take it in time. I wanted you 
to be represented yesterday. Now you are adequately represented. 
Mr. Levy. Thank you, sir. 
Senator Dante. Now, Dr. Turner, how many narcotic addicts have 
you treated ? 
Dr. Turner. This record that I have made was for the past 3 years, 
prescriptions containing the various drugs. For 3 years I wrote 20 
dilaudid prescriptions ; 60 dolophine; 1 codeine hydrochloride; and 3 
morphine sulfate, one- eighth of a grain each; and srescriptions such 
as cough mixtures and digestives containing codeine sulfate 554. 
Senator Danret. That is all of 1953? 
Dr. Turner. Yes, sit’. 
Senator Danrex. All of 1954? 
Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 
Senator Dantet. And up to date in 1955? 
Dr. Turner. Yes, that is right. 
Senator Danret. Now, Doctor, will you describe those drugs to us. 
Let us take dolophine. 
Dr. Turner. It is a derivative of morphine. 
Senator Danrex. A derivative of morphine? 
Dr. Turner. Sulfate. 
Senator Dan .. Is that a synthetic drug? 
Dr. Turner. It is a synthetic drug. 
Senator Dantex. Do you understand that it is habit forming? 
Dr. Turner. All of these are. 
Senator Dantet. All that you have named are habit forming? 
Dr. Turner. If used consistently. 
Senator Dante. Now, will all of these that you have named cause 
drug addiction? 
Dr. Turner. Yes. 
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Senator Danret. Do you draw a distinction between habit forming 
and drug addiction, or when you say habit forming do you mean that 
they would bring on addiction ? 

Dr. Turner. That is what I mean. 

Senator Danret. They will bring on narcotic addiction? 

Dr. Turner. That is true. 

Senator Danre.. Now, dilaudid, I believe, is a derivative of opium; 
is that right? 

Dr. Turner. That is correct; yes. 

Senator Dantet. And what about cocaine? 

Dr. Turner. Cocaine is in the morphine family. 

Senator Dante. That is in the morphine family ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. I am told by Mr. Lee Speer—who, by the way, is 
our investigator here, who was loaned to us by the Narcotics Bureau— 
Mr. Speer tells me that cocaine is derived from the cocoa leaf. 

Dr. Turner. That is true; it comes from the cocoa leaf. 

Senator Dante. And morphine, from what is that derived? Is 
morphine a derivative of opium? 

Dr. TurNER. Opium, yes. 

Senator DanreL. And codeine? 

Dr. TurNER. Codeine is a derivative also. 

Senator Dante. Of opium ! 

Dr. Turner. That is nght. 

Senator Dante. I believe that you and Mr. Speer, then, are in 
agreement on your identification of these drugs. 

In order to get the background, I believe, Doctor, that you have 
advocated the treatment of drug addicts under the ambulatory 
method, that is, to let them come to your office, prescribe drugs for 
them and let them administer the drugs to alinadvee, and then come 
back to you on certain occasions. 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t advocate it for my office, but for all physicians. 
I suggested that it would be well for these cases to be treated rather 
than to just let them go haywire without any treatment at all, those 
ambulatory cases, I felt they should have treatment. 

Senator Dantet. And so you openly advocated that such treatment 
be practiced ? 

Dr. Turner. I did that over the air one evening. 

Senator Dantet. And in the Philadelphia Tribune of November 7, 
1953, I have copies of newspaper articles here in which you are quoted 
as beginning a one-man fight on drug addiction. 

Dr. Turner. That is right, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Are you acquainted with these articles then? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Now, these articles for background purposes will 
be made a part of the record at this point, the articles from the Phila- 
delphia Tribune of November 7, 1953. 

(The articles are as follows :) 
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{The Philadelphia Tribune, November 7, 1953] 
ALL SHOULD HELP, Doctor FEELS IN FIGHT ON DOPE 
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{The Philadelphia Inquirer, November 7, 1953] 
OPENS CRUSADE AGAINST DOPE 


Citing the “tremendous lethargy” of the average citizen toward the narcotics 
problem, Dr. John P. Turner, member of the board of education and former 
police and fire surgeon, declared last night that he was launching a “one-man 
crusade” against dope addiction. 

In a talk before more than 50 members of the men’s association of the Glading 
Memorial Presbyterian Church, Loretto and Cheltenham Avenues, he said he 
had talked earlier in the day with Police Commissioner Thomas J. Gibbons, 
who “promised me all possible aid in my endeavor,” including access to records 
in his office. 

Dr. Turner urged his listeners to learn more about the drug problem to help 
combat it more effectively, adding that “church groups everywhere should do 
likewise.” 

He stated that there were now about 60,000 addicts in this country, “and they 
are increasing daily and nightly.” The problem, he said, is not confined to the 
underworld, since “some members of our best families are addicts.” 

The physician also contended that “the courts must be more severe, particularly 
in the case of dope peddlers, who often are given 3-month sentences, and 10 days 
later a ward leader comes around and gets them out of jail. 

“In my opinion, the peddler should go to jail for life,’ he said. “However, the 
addict should be treated like a patient ; he needs care.” 


Dr. Turner. May I see them ? 
Senator DanteL. Yes, you may. 
Dr. Turner. Thank you. 


Senator Danret. Now, I refer particularly to this statement of yours 
that— 


“the peddler should go to jail for life,” he said— 
referring to you— 


“however, the addict should be treated like a patient; he needs care.” 


And then the pictures show you examining the eyes of one of the 
dope addicts whom you are quoted as helping cure of the habit. And 
in the other picture you are shown administering this non-habit-form- 
ing formula iy hypodermic needle in your office. 

Now, doctor, as I understand it, that is your attitude in this matter. 
In other words, you feel that instead of convicting a dope addict and 
sending them to prison for the offense of using narcotics that they 
should be treated by a private physician for addiction. 

Dr. Turner. My attitude is just that, namely, that I feel that a 
drug addict should be treated as a patient and not asacriminal. I feel 
he should have medical treatment to try to bring him back to society. 
I feel that he should be safeguarded by the law, the protection of the 
law should be thrown around him so that he couldn’t escape from the 
jurisdiction during that ambulatory period. But I do feel that these 
people should have treatment. I think it is unfair to let them go un- 
treated. They go from bad to worse. And they will do anything to 
procure drugs. They will steal, they will kill, they will do anything. 

Senator Danrex. And they are liars, as you have already said. 

Dr. Turner. And the biggest liars on earth. 

Senator Danret. The biggest liars on earth ? 

Dr. Turner. Absolutely. 

Senator Dantet. Now, Dr. Turner, I certainly agree with you that 
the drug addict should have treatment, that there should be some sort 
of treatment provided, and I believe that the only difference between 
us is this. It is my understanding that the laws in this State and our 
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Federal laws contemplate treatment of drug addicts as patients pro- 
vided they are under supervision and constant care, and the drugs 
are administered by the doctor or his nurse under his supervision, but 
that our laws do not contemplate the ambulatory method whereby 
the doctor prescribes for a drug addict and lets him take the drug 
with him and administer it himself. In other words, there is the 
difference pointed up here by the testimony concerning you. You 
believe the ambulatory method of treatment should be legal and it 
should be practiced, do you not? 

Dr. Turner. I advise that; I advocate that. 

Senator Danrex. I want to say, in all fairness to you, that you are 
not alone in that advocacy, there are other doctors who feel the same. 
As a matter of fact, in Coronet magazine recently, there was an article 
by two doctors in which they advocate free drugs, legalizing them 
so that they can be administered to addicts to keep them comfortable. 
I do not think that they contemplate a cure, they do not say that it is 
possible to cure an addict. Do you think that you can cure an addict? 

Dr. Turner. I have never seen one cured in my experience. They 
are helped. But getting under certain environments they go back to 
it again. 

May I say this about the treatment in this city. We have gone 
ahead. At our Philadelphia General Hospital we have a ward now set 
aside for the treatment of these drug cases. A step forward in city 
administration. 

Senator Dantet. Now, that treatment is by keeping them in the 
ward ? 

Dr. Turner. In the ward care, under nurses and doctor care. 

Senator Danre,. Compulsory ? 

Dr. Turner. Compulsory. 

Senator Danret. Now, you do not think it is possible to cure a 
heroin drug addict in your opinion ? 

Dr. Turner. I have never seen one cured. I doubt that any of them 
will ever be cured, absolutely cured, because the temptation comes, 
and they will go back to it. 

Senator Dantet. What, then, does your treatment or your proposed 
treatment consist of, making them comfortable, or just what? 

Dr. Turner. Give them a substitute for the drug they are using 
which won't harm them, give them that relief and relaxation that they 
deserve and should have. 

Senator Wetxer. Doctor, yesterday you testified about giving 
heroin. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, I think once or twice. 

Senator WELKER. You don’t mean to indicate to this committee that 
heroin wouldn’t harm anyone? 

Dr. Turner. Oh, yes. Yesterday I told you it was a heroin addict, 
and I tapered my treatment off in these extreme cases. I couldn’t just 
take him off like that, he would fall down and just flop over. You have 
to taper your treatment, if you have been on heroin for 5 years or 10 
months, to stop it would 

Senator WELKER. About 10 months. 

Dr. Turner. Well 

Senator WELKER. Do you remember the Collins case? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t. 

Senator WELKER. Do you remember the Daniels case? 
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Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. He told you he had been a heroin addict for 10 
months? 

Dr. Turner. Ten months. 

Senator WeLker. He told you he had been taking three bags per 
day ¢ 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember just what he said. 

Senator Wetker. Did you attempt to cure him by giving him a re- 
duction diet of heroin ? 

Dr. Turner. I refused at first, I told him he would have to cut it 
down. And then I put him later on my own treatment. 

Senator Wetker. How many prescriptions of heroin did you give 
him ¢ 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t remember it. 

Senator WELKER. It would show in your books? 

Dr. Turner. My books are there, it would show everything. 

Senator WELKER. Can you find in your books here one heroin pre- 
scription that you gave to Mr. Daniels? 

Dr. Turner. I will try. 

Senator WELKER. I wish you would. 

Senator Dantev. Doctor, in these books that you have sent up, do 
you keep a record of what you have prescribed for the patient / 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator DaniteL. What do you keep in this record ? 

Dr. Turnen. I keep in this record the name of the patient, the ad- 
dress of the patient, the amount I charge the patient and the amount 
the patient pays me. 

Senator Danrev. How are you able to tell how many of these 
patients that you treated for drug addiction ? 

Dr. Turner. Because I have DA after their names. 

Senator DanreL. You have DA opposite the names of all the drug 
addicts ¢ 

Dr. Turner. All the drug addicts have DA opposite their names. 

Senator Danrex. Now, is that the only record you keep of the treat- 
ment of drug addicts ? 

Dr. Turner. That is the record. It goes in with my regular rec- 
ords, but it is just stipulated that DA opposite his name so I know 
he isa drug addict. That is the only record I keep of him. 

Senator DanteL. And you do not keep a copy of the report that 
you send in to the State health department ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Go ahead. Senator Welker asked you to see if 
you could find it in that book. 

Dr. Turner. These things are hard to remember. I don’t know 
whether I gave him any heroin or not. I doubt it. 

Senator WeLker. Yesterday you testified under oath that you gave 
certain prescriptions for heroin. We asked you to find out when you 
gave those prescriptions and to whom ? : 

Mr. Levy. May I have the permission of the committee to assist my 
client in this search ? : 

Senator Wevxer. As far as I am concerned, it is all right, Coun- 
selor. ; 

(Short pause.) 
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Dr. Turner. I have gone over my books last night, copying down 
from these two books all of the amounts of drugs I have given during 
the past 3 years, and I must have been in error when I suggested 
yesterday that I had given heroin, because there is no heroin in my 
books at all. 

Senator Danret. Do your books show what drugs you prescribed 
for any of these people? I am talking about the two books now 
before you. 

Dr. Turner. No; but I know what I gave them—as soon as I get 
to the name of a drug addict, “DA,” I know whether I gave him 
codeine sulfate or what. 

Senator Danrex. Now, these statistics that you have given the com- 
mittee this morning, 20 dilaudid, 64 dolophine, 1 codeine, 554 codeine, 
you mean to say you got those figures from memory. 

Dr. Turner. I can certainly remember the patient I treat and know 
what I give them; yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. I am just asking you if you do remember. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. You do not have it down in any of your books? 

Dr. Turner. Not what I gave them. 

Senator Dantex. So all of these figures that you have given the 
committee of drug prescriptions over 3 years were simply by going 
over your books and finding the names of the patients and remember- 
ing what you gave them in your own mind? 

Dr. Turner. I know exactly what I gave them. 

Senator Danre.. And you have no written records in your books? 

Dr. Turner. Other than their names and addresses. 

Senator Danret. And as to what you prescribed for them, you are 
new testifying from memory ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Yesterday you thought you had prescribed 
heroin. 

Dr. Turner. I was in error. I never have prescribed heroin. 
Heroin is a drug which is never used by the medical profession. 

Senator WELKER. You knew that yesterday, Doctor. 

Dr. Turner. I was in error. 

Senator Danret. You spelled it for us twice. I was surprised 
that you had given prescriptions to ambulato atients for these 
other habit-forming drugs. But when you said “Heroin,” did you 
notice how we came back and questioned you carefully and asked you 
what the scientific medical name for it was, and you just said “Heroin, 
h-e-r-o-i-n”? Why, Doctor, were you so positive yesterday that you 
prescribed heroin in 2 or 3 instances? 

Dr. Turner. I just thought I had. And when I went over my 
records I found that I had no heroin records here at all. 

Senator Danrev. You have no records here of any of these drugs? 

Dr. Turner. I have not prescribed heroin for anybody. It is a 
drug we don’t use. 

Senator WeLxer. You are basing that solely on your memory? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WeLiker. Your memory was a little at fault yesterday. 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WreLKer. Could it be faulty today? Your memory was a 
little bid bad yesterday as to whether it was 1954 or 1955 when you 
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visited and talked with Mr. Bransky. One time you told us it was in 
1954, and the next time you said it could have been in 1955. You 
were vague upon the admonition given to you by the narcotics direc- 
tor of this district. You were very vague as to the time you had this 
conversation, this audience with him. And yet here today you come 
forth and say you can remember every addict, every dosage you 
gave, even to the point of 554 shots of this or that drug, 64 dolophine, 
1 cocaine, 20 dilaudid, and a certain number of morphine sulfate. 
You have no written documents; you have nothing to base that upon 
other than solely your memory. 

Dr. Turner. I know exactly everyone that I have treated. 

Senator WELKER. You know exactly every dose that you have pre- 
scribed ¢ 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WeLKeER. Doctor, I think you have a great memory. 

Dr. Turner. I am sorry. 

Senator Danret. Following up what Senator Welker has asked 
you, Doctor, I just frankly am startled at your testimony the same 
as he is, that last night you could go over all the names there in your 
book and remember exactly what drug you prescribed for each of 
these people. And is it your testimony that, and that alone, is the 
way you arrived at the figures you have given the committee this 
morning as to the drugs prescribed by you from 1953 to this date ¢ 

Dr. Turner. Yes, Your Honor. When I went over my books last 
night and I found “DA” opposite a name, that brought that name 
and that face to my memory very visibly. And I knew exactly what 
I had given that patient. There isn’t any question about that. 

Senator Daniev. And that is the only way you arrived at these fig- 
ures you have given to the committee this morning as to the drug 
prescriptions that you have written during this period of time. 

Dr. Turner. I wonder if that isn’t sufficient, when I tell you that I 
know my patients ? 

Senator Dantex. Well, sir, we will see, I just want to know. Is 
that the only way that you arrived at these figures ? 

Dr. Turner. That is the way I arrived at them, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, isn’t it true that you checked, after the 
meeting yesterday, with Cameron Pharmacy on your prescriptions 
over there, and that you found at the Cameron Pharmacy the num- 
ber of prescriptions that you had written for drugs after the meeting 
yesterday ? 

Dr. Turner. Mr. Cameron hasn’t got the prescriptions. 

Senator Wetker. That isn’t answering the question, Doctor. 

Dr. Turner. Maybe I didn’t understand it. 

Senator Dante. Did you go to Cameron drugstore, or have anyone 
go to Cameron drugstore, and check the prescriptions that you had 
written for drugs there during the period you have testified about at 
the meeting yesterday ? 

Dr. Turner. No, I had this before the meeting yesterday, I had it 
in my record, I had these figures before yesterday, I didn’t get them 
just yesterday. 

ae Dantex. I thought you said you wrote that sheet up last 
night. 

Dr. Turner. I did. I wrote one for my counselor. 

Senator Dante. Last night, is that right? 
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Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. Where did you say you had these figures prior to 
last night? 

Dr. Turner. I had them on a sheet of paper. 

Senator Danret. What sheet of paper? 

Dr. Turner. One of these, I don’t know. 

Senator Danrev. How long have you had that? 

Dr. Turner. The time I was brought in on drugs by the city. That 
is the time I looked up the drugs and went to Mr. Cameron’s drugstore 
and found the number of prescriptions I had written. 

Senator Dante. Now, Doctor, you are now telling us that you had 
some other aid other than looking over your books, seeing the names 
and remembering in your mind what you have prescribed, is that 
right ? 

‘Dr. Turner. Yes. When I looked at the book I remembered, but 
I did have the figures from Cameron’s drugstore. He fills most of my 
prescriptions because it is nearest my office. 

Senator Dantet. Well, did you have that sheet to which you are now 
pointing, did you have that sheet with the Cameron drugstore figures 
on it prior to yesterday when you came here to the committee ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. When did you get those figures from Cameron 
drugstore ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. I couldn’t remember when. 

Senator Danrev. Doctor, do you wish to change your testimony and 
now say that in addition to your memory and your books that you 
had a sheet that you had gotten from Cameron drugstore prior to 
the testimony yesterday that you gave this committee showing the total 
number of drug prescriptions that you had prescribed since 1953? 

Dr. Turner. That is true. But I do insist that when I went over 
these books and found that “DA” opposite the name, that person’s 
name came to me and I remembered what I gave him. 

Senator Wetxker. Then why was it necessary to go to Cameron’s 
drugstore to find out what prescriptions you had issued ? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t do it for this hearing. 

Senator Weixer. Well, when did you get them? 

Dr. Turner. When I was called by the city. 

Senator Wetxer. You couldn’t tell us anything about it yesterday. 

Mr. Levy. I don’t mean to interrupt the examination, but this is 
a senatorial investigation, and we say that in that respect our client 
is not tried here, but many, many places. And we have great respect 
for the ability of this committee to examine, and we are entitled to 
have that respect, but unfortunately a man who has given his entire 
life to public service—— 

Senator Wetxer. Are you making a speech ? 

Mr. Levy. No; Iam making an objection to the form of the question. 

Senator Wetxer. Will the reporter read the question ? 

(The reporter read as follows:) 

Then why was it necessary to go to Cameron’s Drugstore to find out what 
prescriptions you had issued? 

Mr. Levy. I withdraw my objection. It didn’t sound like that when 
I heard it. 

Dr. Turner. I wanted to be certain that my figures and his were 
correct. 
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Senator Wetker. Here a moment ago you told us under oath that 
you were certain from your memory that when the name of the drug 
addict. was presented to you, you knew exactly what you had prescribed 
for him. 

Dr. Turner. I certainly do, and I insist that I do. 

Senator WELKER. Now, will you be kind enough to tell me what you 
prescribed for J. W. Daniels, and the dates ? 

Now, what are you referring to? 

Dr. Turner. I want to find the dates that I prescribed for Daniels. 

Senator WELKER. Very well. 

Dr. Turner. I think I have them. 

Mr. Levy. I assist my client in finding these? 

Senator Danret. You may, Counsel. 

Dr. Turner. On January 5, 1955, I saw Joseph Daniels, of 715 
North Preston Street, in my office, for which he paid me $4. 

Senator Wetker. What did he tell you he was suffering from? 

Dr. Turner. Drug addiction. 

Senator Wetker. From heroin? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember. I haven’t that here. 

Senator WeLKer. Your memory is very good with respect to cer- 
tain things and very bad with others, Doctor. 

Dr. Turner. All of us are that way, Senator. I am not trying to 
hide anything, sir. 

Senator Werker. I know you are not, Doctor. Now, what did you 
prescribe for him on January 5, 1955 / 

Dr. Turner. I put him on my regular bromide treatment. 

Senator Weiker. What is that? 

Dr. Turner. Sodium bromide, codeine sulfate, and elixir triple 
bromide. 

Senator Werker. Let’s have that again. 

Dr. Turner. Codeine sulfate, grains 4; sodium bromide, ounces 2; 
elixir triple bromide, a sufficient quantity to make ounces 6; mix sign, 
1 teaspoonful in water. I am not sure whether it was every 3 hours 
or 3 times a day, but it was either one or the other for him anyway. 

Senator We.ker. How long was this dosage? 

Dr. Turner. Six ounces. 

Senator WeLKer. How long was this prescription to last? 

Dr. Turner. It is a 6-ounce mixture, and you take a teaspoonful 

would last about 10 to 12 days. 

Senator WeLker. When did you next see Daniels? 

Dr. Turner. On the 7th. 

Senator Werker. That was 2 days later? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t prescribe for him then. 

Senator We_ker. What did he tell you, do you recall / 

Dr. Turner. I think he said he was improving some. I think 4 
told him to continue the medicine I had prescribed 2 days before. 

Senator Weiker. Did you tell him to take more or less / 

Dr. Turner. The same. 

Senator WeLker. Did you do any prescribing for him on that day ? 

Dr. Turner. No; just what I said. 

Senator WeLtker. When did you next prescribe for him ? 

Dr. Turner. On the 12th of January 1955. 

Senator WeLker. What did you prescribe on that day ? 
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Dr. Turner. I can’t recall. I really don’t remember. I can’t re- | 
call what I gave him that time. t 
Senator Wetxer. That is in direct conflict with your testimony of a | 
moment ago, Doctor. ‘ 
Dr. Turner. Just a moment. I mean by that this: The man had a | 
6-ounce bottle of a medicine, and that was supposed to last him 10 to | 
12days. He didn’t get any medicine this day, not until 12 days later, | 
because his medicine was not out, he still had some. This was the | 
12th of January. He didn’t get a new prescription on that day be- | 
cause it isn’t indicated. iF 

Senator Weixer. How does it show there whether or not he got a 
prescription on that day ? 

Dr. Turner. I know he didn’t get a prescription on that day. 

Senator WetxKer. Does it show there from your book ? 

Dr. Turner. No. 4 

Senator Weixer. How do you know he didn’t get a prescription | 
that day ? 

Dr.'Turner. Because his medicine was not out. | 

Senator Weixer. What did you prescribe for him on the 17th day | 
of January, 1955? 

Dr. Turner. I am sorry, I can’t remember. 

Senator We.LKer. You can’t remember just what you gave him? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. When was the next time you prescribed—just a 
moment. Didn’t you tell me a moment ago that on the 7th day of 
January, 1955 you prescribed some codeine sulfate ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know whether that was the seventh or when, but 
that was what he was on, that is what he was taking. 

Senator WeLKER. When was he on that, Doctor? I am not trying 
to mislead you, I am trying to get this record clear for your protection 
as well as ours. 

Dr. Turner. It is awfully hard to tax my memory to remember just 
every prescription with the number of patients that I treat. I couldn’t 
say. 

kia We ker. Doctor, I know it is hard. You are the man who 
volunteered that. You told us under oath a moment ago that you 
could remember every prescription given by you for a drug addict as 
soon as you saw he was listed as a drug addict. What, Doctor, has 
caused you to change your mind? 

Dr. Turner. Well, I just can’t remember what I gave. We all 
make mistakes. 

Senator Wetxer. Do your books show when you treated John W. 
Daniels the second time? 

Mr. Levy. May we say with respect that we think we have already 
testified to the second time. That was January the 7th. 

Senator Wetxker. Well, I want to go back to the third time. 

Mr. Levy. That was January 12, that has been testified too. 

Senator Dantet. Does your book show you treated Joseph Daniels 
on the 12th. 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Werxer. Well, Doctor, what did you prescribe for Mr. 
Joseph Daniels, sometimes known as J. W. Daniels, on the 17th of 
January 1955? 
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Dr. Turner. I have no record of the 17th. I have a record of the 
12th. 

Senator Wetxer. Well, let’s go back to the 12th. What did you 
prescribe then ? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember. I can’t remember everything I 
have given him. I just can’t remember. 

Senator Wetker. Would you say it was heroin ? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator WeLKer. Codeine? 

Dr. Turner. Probably, but I couldn’t remember. I have 10 to 15 
patients a day. 

Senator WeLKer. With all due respect, your memory has had a 
slight failure in the last half hour, hasn’t it ¢ 

Dr. Turner. It may have. 

Senator Wetxer. To make this record clear—lI certainly don’t want 
to prolong this matter—I have the deepest respect for the members 
of the medical profession, and your counsel, but necessarily we must 
complete this record. When does your records show that you next 
treated Mr. J. W. Daniels? 

Mr. Levy. After the 12th, sir? 

Dr. Turner. On January 24. 

Senator Wetker. Now, relying upon your memory—which you say 
you have to do in these matters—will you tell me, what if anything, 
you prescribed for him then ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. 

Senator Dantet. Did you remember last night, Doctor, what you 
prescribed for him on that day ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. It is awfully hard to say. 

Senator Dante. Last night when you were going over the books, 
did you remember what you gave Mr. J. W. Daniels on the 24th of 
January. 

Dr. Turner. I wasn’t trying to remember that, I was just getting 
the names of the drug addicts I listed. That is what I went over my 
books for last night. 

Senator Wetker. When do your records show you next treated 
Mr. J. W. Daniels? 

Mr. Levy. After the 24th, sir ? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Mr. Levy. The doctor can give you a partial answer—February 14— 
if that covers the question you are interested in, Senate—or shall we 
continue to look?—we found nothing up to February 14. 

Senator WELKER. You say you have found nothing. 

Mr. Levy. Nothing after the 24th of January, and we are now up 
to the 16th of February, and there is no notation of any Daniels patient 
in his book. 

Senator Wexrxer. I will accept your date there, counselor. 

Now, how about in December of 1954, does your record show any- 
thing about that ? 

Mr. Levy. May I suggest a question to the committee respect fully, 
that the question be: Were you in your office between Daseuler 1 and 
December 30, 1954? 

Senator WeLKeEr. Counselor, I would like to have you do the cross- 
examining up here. But, unfortunately, we have to do it. 
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Mr. Levy. I am only suggesting that the doctor was not in his office 
on those dates. 

Senator Wetxker. Very well, Dr. Turner, where were you on the 
29th of December 1954? 

Dr. Turner. The 29th of December I think I was in Philadelphia 
preparing to leave. 

Senator Weiker. Well, did you prescribe to Joseph Daniels on that 
date? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I saw no patient on that day. 

Senator WeLker. Do you have any record as to whether or not he 
received any narcotics in your office under your prescription that day ¢ 

Dr. Turner. No one was in my office on that day. My office was 
closed. 

Senator WeLker. How about Mr. J. E. White? 

Dr. Turner. My office was closed ; nobody was there on the 29th of 
December, which was a Wednesday, 1954. 

Senator WeLker. How are you positive of that? 

Dr. Turner. My record shows that. I can only go by this book. 
Maybe Dr. White—— 

Senator Werker. Is he the man you identified yesterday as having 
great confidence in, the man who took your place after you left on 
your sick leave ? 

Dr. Turner. My record shows here on December 28, Dr. White was 
in my office. Hetreateda baby. He may have been there on Wednes- 
day, but the record doesn’t show it, it isn’t recorded. I was not there. 

Senator Wetxker. Doctor, you certainly gave him explicit instruc- 
tions as to how to keep this book and make a record of drug addicts? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t say keep this book, because I keep my book 
myself. But he gave me slips for each day, and I recorded them in 
the book myself. 

Senator WeLxer. You were gone for some little time, weren’t you ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator WetKer. You testified that somebody did something on 
the 28th of December. Who was that? 

Dr. Turner. That is Dr. White. 

Senator Wetxker. Now, the 29th of December 1954 is vacant. 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. As far as the record is concerned. 

Dr. Turner. As far as the record is concerned—maybe Dr. White 
was there that day, but my records don’t show it. 

Senator Wetxer. The day following, what would you say about 
Thursday, the 30th, that is the same, that is blank. 

How about Friday, December 31 ? 

Dr. Turner. I was in the office that day. 

Senator WeLker. You were in the office? 

Dr. Turner. I was there. There is my record for the office treat- 
ment. 

Senator Wetxer. When did Dr. White leave the office? When 
did he quit assisting you? 

Dr. Turner. He left when I stopped here on December 31. 

Senator Wexker. Let’s go back prior to December 29, 1954, and 
see whether Doctor White made any entries in your book? 

Dr. Turner. I make them myself. He gave me slips of paper for 
each day. I don’t let anybody write in this book. 
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Senator Weiker. So he gave you no slip for December 29? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. If he had given it I would have put it down, 
unless it was lost in the shuffle. 

Senator WEe.LKer. You were still in the hospital ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator We.ker. How did you do your bookwork ? 

Dr. Turner. He would bring it to my bed in the hospital, he would 
bring the slips to me, and I would put them in the book. 

Senator WeLKer. Yesterday you testified you didn’t keep copies of 
narcotic prescriptions. 

Dr. Turner. No, I didn’t. 

Senator Weixer. How would you know what Dr. White did, say, 
the 29th ? 

Dr. Turner. Only by his record, only the record he brought me. 

Senator Weikxer. What kind of records did he have? 

Dr. Turner. Slips of paper for each day, a slip for each day. 

Senator Weixker. Do you have any of those here? 

Dr. Turner. No, I destroyed them. 

Senator We.iker. And you put them in this book? 

Dr. Turner. I wouldn’t keep them, they were of no use to me then. 

Senator Dantet. The doctor says now that he put in the book what 
Doctor White did in his absence, is that right ? 

Dr. Turner. He would come to my bed every so often, so many 
days apart, and bring the slips of what he had done for those days. 
And I made the entries in this book myself. 

Senator Dantex. Did you have an entry for the 29th of December 
1954 ¢ 

Dr. Turner. I do not. This may not be accurate; I don’t know. 
I only took what he gave me. 

Senator Dante. I understand that. What he was handing you was 
your practice, or did he have a practice of his own at that time? 

Dr. Turner. He was handing me my practice at that time. 

Senator Danret. Do you have an entry in that book on December 8, 
1954, for a person by the name of Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. No. These pages are all blank while I was in the hos- 
pital; it wasn’t filled in. 

Senator Dantex. Nothing filled in during the month of November 
while you were in the hospital? 

Dr. Turner. December. 

Senator Danret. How about November? 

Dr. Turner. November is filled. 

Senator DanreL. How about December, beginning December 1 and 
going through December 29, do you find a Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. There is only one entry here for December and that is 
the 28th. Dr. White came to me and made a report, a monetary report. 

Senator Werxer. May I see that entry, Counselor? 

Mr. Levy. Certainly. 

Senator Wetker. Baby Lovingwell, 6614—that is the address, I 
take it? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Wetxer. Is there anything prescribed there? 

ae This is one of Father Divine’s followers. That wasn’t 
a child. 
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Senator Wetxer. And what, if anything, did he tell you he pre- 
scribed ? 

Dr. Turner. He just had a cold or something, it wasn’t any drug 
addiction, it was just in the regular course of practice, nothing con- 
nected with drugs at all. 

Senator Wetker. There is only one entry on December 28, 1954. 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Wetxer. That was for a cold? 

Dr. Turner. Some chest condition. 

Senator Weiker. Not any drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. That is entirely out, no drug addiction. 

Senator Wetxer. You told Dr. White to be careful to report to you 
any prescriptions on drug addiction ? 

Dr. Turner. I cautioned him very careful on that. 

Senator WetKer. You are sure of that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Sure as any testimony you have given before 
this committee ? 

Dr. Turner. Sure. 

Senator Danrex. The only entry on your book while you were in 
the hospital is the one Senator Welker just interrogated you about; 
is that correct? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Danret. What other entry do you have in your book during 
the period you were in the hospital ? 

Dr. Turner. In the hospital, I beg your pardon—— 

Mr. Levy. May I make a suggestion—— 

Senator Dante. I want to make this clear and be sure that the 
record is clear. The doctor said a few minutes ago that in his absence 
from the office Dr. White would come to the hospital with slips and 
would then transfer from those slips the information about the patients 
to his book, and now, as I understand it, there was only one of such 
transfers during the period the doctor was away from the office in the 
hospital ; is that correct? 

r. Levy. No, sir; that is not correct. 

Senator Dante. All right, will you read off what other entries you 
have in the book in the period of November-December, 1954? 

Mr. Levy. On December 28 there is an entry. Dr. White received 
$20.80. That I think, means that Dr. White turned in to Dr. Turner 
$20.80. 

Senator Dantez. Is the name of the patient listed there? 

Mr. Levy. There is the name of one patient listed on that page. 
Baby Lovingwell. 

Senator Dante. That is the one he testified about ? 

Mr. Levy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante, Is there any other entry in that book during that 
period of time? 

Mr. Levy. Starting with November 30 up to December 28, there are 
no other entries in this book. 

Senator Dantex. No other entries in the book. 

Mr. Levy. No, sir. On December 31, there is an entry of 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8 patients. 

Senator Danret. Dr. Turner was back then? 
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Mr. Levy. Yes, sir. And there is also an entry of Dr. White there, 
which probably means $20. 

Senator Dantet. There is no patient entered on the book that Dr. 
White treated ? 

Mr. Levy. No patient entered that Dr. White treated. 

Senator Dantez. I think we have it clear that there is only one entry 
of a patient being treated as far as this book is concerned during Dr. 
Turner’s absence in the hospital, right ? 

Mr. Levy. As indicated for the month of December, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Now, I have in my hand a prescription signed, 
purportedly, by John P. Turner, dated November 27, 1954, for a Mr. 
Gill Miller. 

Mr. Levy. That appears here, sir. 

Senator Dante. Does that appear in Dr. Turner’s book? 

Mr. Levy. Mr. Gill Miller, 4747 Paul Street. 

Senator Danrev. What did you prescribe on that occasion ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know. I had nearly a dozen patients that 
night. Icouldn’t remember. It wasn’t a drug. 

Senator Dantet. You did not give him a drug? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. The prescription calls for codeine sulfate. 

Dr. Turner. Codeine sulfate isn’t considered in the drug category. 
Codeine is just used in all kinds of prescriptions. 

Senator Dantet. I know it is used for medical purposes, but did 
this Gill Miller tell you he was sick ? 

Dr. Turner. Evidently, he came to my office. 

Senator Dante. Did he tell you he was a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Daner. You don’t have a DA mark there? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. And you are positive he didn’t tell you on that 
occasion he was a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. I am positive, because I would have marked it DA 
had he told me. 

Senator Dantev. And you are positive you did not prescribe for him 
as a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. I didn’t prescribe for him as a drug addict. I don’t 
remember what I gave him, I couldn’t remember. 

Senator Danret. Did he tell you he was a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. He did not, sir. 

Senator Danrev. You are positive of that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; because I would have indicated it in my book 
if he had told me. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, this prescription has in the bottom left- 
hand corner, “Drug addict under treatment, JPT.” I will ask you to 
look at that and see if that is your signature and your initials. Is 
this your signature ? 

Dr. Turner. This is my signature. 

Senator Danret. Are those your initials? 

Dr. TurRNER. May I say this, I prescribed for Gill Miller, 4747 Paul 
Street. 

Now, that prescription could be given to anybody for nervousness or 
headache, for pain 
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Senator Dantex. I understand that. Doctor, what did you give it 
to him for? 

Dr. Turner. I gave it to him to quiet him down. He was highly 
nervous. 

Senator Dantex. Did he tell you he was a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. He may have told me, because I wrote it down here. 

Senator Danrev. After looking at the prescription 

Dr. Turner. I must have. But I don’t remember it. 

Senator Dantex. And this is one instance in which you did not put 
the DA for drug addict by his name in the book? 

Dr. Turner. That is true. 

Senator Danret. Does your book show an entry of November 29, 
1954 for Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. All right, do you have DA by his name there? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t believe I have a DA beside his name there. 

Senator Dante... Then that is another instance in which you failed 
to put the DA by a drug addict’s name? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. I prescribed for him on that day. 

Senator Danret. What did you prescribe for him on that day? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember what I prescribed for him. If you 
will let me see the prescription 

Senator Dantet. The only reason I am going over these is because 
you told the committee here this morning under oath, Doctor, that 
you could remember what you prescribed for every drug addict and 
patient that you had treated by simply looking at the name and 
then recallling it from memory. Doctor, frankly, the members of 
the committee didn’t believe that you could, and we are simply going 
far enough into it to test whether or not you are correct in your 
testimony. 

Dr. Turner. That man Gill Miller has no “DA” beside his name, 
and I slipped up in not putting the “DA” beside his name. 

Senator Dantev. All right. You do not know what you gave him? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember, no, sir. 
‘i as Dantet. Do you have an entry of December 8, 1954, for Gill 
Miller? 

Dr. Turner. I wasn’t in the office then, sir. 

Senator Dante.. There is no record then in your book? 

Dr. Turner. No record at all. 

Senator Dantex. All right. I have here a prescription signed by 
John P. Turner, December 8, 1954, and under it “Per JEW.” 

Dr. Turner. That is White, Dr. White. He was doing my work at 
that time. j 

Senator Dante... He was doing your work at the time? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. And you have no record of him having prescribed 
for Mr. Miller on December 8, 1954? 

Dr. Turner. No record in this book. 

Senator Dantet. Was he supposed to give you a record of all these 
patients of yours that he treated ? 

Dr. Turner. He was supposed to, yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Can you explain why you have no record of it? 

Dr. Turnert I can explain. It should have been in there. 
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Senator Dantev. Was this one of the prescription blanks you had 
signed and left with him? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know. 

Senator Danret. Would you please show it to him? 

Dr. Turner. I couldn’t tell you by looking at it whether it was 
blank when I looked at it. 

Senator Dantex. I hand you a prescription for Gill Miller of the 
date stated. 

Dr. Turner. This is for dolophine tablets. 

Senator Dante. That is correct, sir. I ask, Is that one of the blank 
prescriptions you left with your signature on it for Dr. White? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know whether that is one or not. 

Senator Dantet. Is that your signature? 

Dr. Turner. It is my signature, with his initials, and it is for the 
dolophine tablets. 

Senator Dantex. He prescribed it instead of you? 

or. Turner. I was away; I was ill. 

Senator DanteL. Now, does your record show on December 15 
anything for Gill Miller prescribed by Dr. White ? 

Dr. Turner. I was still out of the office. 

Senator Danteu. Your record doesn’t show it. 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator DanteL. December 24, 1954, Gill Miller. Does it show 
any record there? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator DanteL. January 3, 1955, Gill Miller. 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Any record in your book? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Iam sorry. Did I say the 5th? 

Dr. Turner. The 3d. 

Senator Dante. The 3d is correct. No record? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Danrex. I hand you a prescription here for Mr. Gill Miller 
signed by Dr. John P. Turner. Can you identify that as your signa- 
ture and tell whether you wrote the prescription ? 

Dr. Turner. This is for Gill Miller, codeine sulfate and neural 
phosphate. That was written by me on the 3d. 

Senator Danrev. Does the record appear in your book ? 

Dr. Turner. There is an error in date. This is the 5th, I treated 
him. 

Senator Danrev. I am coming to the 5th in a minute. 

Dr. Turner. All right. 

Senator Dante. He came to you on the 5th, according to what 
we have here. 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. How about the 3d? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t show a record of that. 

Senator Dantet. It shows nothing on the 3d. How about Jan- 
uary 25, 1954, Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. I treated him in the office. 

Senator Danret. What did you prescribe for him at that time? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember. 
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Senator Danret, What were you treating him for? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember what I treated him for. 

Senator Danrex. Does the entry on the book show “DA”? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Weren’t you treating him for drug addiction? 

Dr. Turner. If I was my records don’t show it. I wouldn’t deny 
it; I don’t remember. 

Senator Dantet. On the prescription in the lower left-hand corner 
it says, “Drug addict under treatment.” 

Dr. Turner. Then I was treating him. 

Senator Danter. January 20, 1955, does your record show Gill 
Miller coming in then? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. . 

Senator Danret. What did you prescribe for him then? 

Dr. Turner. I can’t remember. 

Senator Danrev. You were treating him for drug addiction. 
eae It says on the left-hand corner—what does it say on 
there? 

Senator Dante. Drug addiction. 

Dr. Turner. Then I must have been treating him for it. 

Senator Dantev. You don’t remember what you gave him? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. I will ask you to verify this prescription dated 
the 12th as to whether or not you prescribed that for him. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Dante. And your book does not show “addict” by your 
entry on the book. 

Dr. Turner. I did not have “DA” besides his name. It should have 
shown “DA” there. 

Senator Danret. What did you prescribe for him? 

Dr. Turner. Dolophine tablets. 

Senator Dantet. That is a habit-forming drug, is it not, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. Slightly so, not as much as some of the others, but 
it is habit forming. 
Senator Dantet. Does it lead to addiction ? 
Dr. Turner. That is the same thing, habit forming. 
Senator DanteL. It is a derivative of what? 
Dr. Turner. It comes from the morphine family. 
Senator Danrex. Opium, therefore, is the basic drug? 
Dr. Turner. Opium. 


Senator Danrex. What does your record show for January 17, 1955, 


for Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; he was treated by me then on the 17th of January. 

Senator Danret. What do you have by his name; is there any “DA” 
there ? 

Dr. Turner. Evidently I didn’t put the “DA” after any of his 
entries. 

Senator Dantev. So, he was one patient on your books who was 
treated for drug addiction without any indication on your books? 

Dr. Turner. Evidently that is true. 

Senator Danrex. And therefore you did not count him in the num- 
ber that you gave us this morning? 
Dr. Turner. No. 
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Senator Danie. Did you give us the number of patients you treated 
for drug addiction since the ist of January 1955? 

Dr. Turner. I gave you the last 3 years. 

Senator Danret. You just gave us the prescriptions. Did you give 
us the number of patients treated ? 

Dr. Turner. No; I did not. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know how many patients you treated ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. You haven’t counted them up? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. I ask you to identify this prescription dated Janu- 
ary 17, 1955, and see if you wrote that and what for. You do not 
remember of your own knowledge what you prescribed, do you? 

Dr. Turner. Not until I see my prescription. 
I prescribed this for Gill Miller and wrote in the left-hand corner 


“drug addict under treatment,” and initialed it. 


Senator Danret. What did you prescribe? 

Dr. Turner. Delaudid tablets, one-sixteenth of a grain. 

Senator Danret. That is a derivative of opium, a powerful drug, 
is it not? 

Dr. Turner. Only a sixteenth of a grain. 

Senator Danrez. It is a very powerful drug? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantret. An addicting drug? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. You say you only gave one-sixteenth of a grain? 

Dr. Turner. That is what this calls for. 

Senator WeLxer. How many one-sixteenth-grain tablets did you 
prescribe in that prescription ? 

Dr. Turner. Twenty-four tablets. 

Senator Dantet. How many tablets did you prescribe on the pre- 
vious dolophine prescription that we mentioned; do you know? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Levy. We will agree that whatever the prescription shows is the 
number of tablets. 

Senator Dantex. All right. Look at January 24, 1955, for Gill 
Miller. 

Dr. Turner. Yes; he was treated by me then. 

Senator Danie. Any “DA” by his name? 

Dr. Turner. Evidently I slipped on “DA” beside his name all 
through, but in 

Senator DanteL. What did you give to him then? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t know. I can tell you if you will let me see the 
prescription. 

Senator DanteL. All right, you may look at these prescriptions and 
refresh your memory and determine what you prescribed. 

Dr. Turner. Delaudid tablets, one tablet at bedtime. 

Senator DanreL. How many tablets? 

Dr. Turner. Twenty-four tablets, one-sixteenth of a grain. 

Senator DanteL. Now, Doctor, you treated Gill Miller after he told 
you that he was a drug addict, did you not? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember whether he told me or not; I am not 
certain of that. 
Senator DanteL. You do remember the prescription ? 
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Dr. Turner. He must have told me if it was written on the bottom 
of the prescription. 

Senator DanteL. Do you remember what he looked like? 

Dr. Turner. I wouldn’t know him if I saw him. 

Senator Dante. His face, does that come to your mind when you 
see his name ? 

Dr. Turner. No,sir. If I would see him and have the prescription, 
I would identify him and remember him, but just now I don’t remem- 
ber what he looks like. 

Senator Danrev. Do you remember whether he said he was on heroin 
or what kind of dope? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. 

Senator Dantev. Knowing from the prescription that you were 
treating for some powerful drug or drug addiction, could you tell us 
whether or not you made a physical examination of the patient? 

Dr. Turner. When he first came to my office I examined him with 
my stethoscope, his chest, his lungs, his heart, his reflexes, his pupil- 
lary reaction, I gave him all of that examination. 

Senator Danrev. Did you look at his arms to see whether he had 
been taking shots? 

Dr. Turner. I think I did, I am not certain of that. 

Senator DanreL. What further examination did you make of Gill 
Miller ? 

Dr. Turner. I think that was all. 

Senator Danie. About how long did it take? 

Dr. Turner. The examination? 

Senator Dantez. Yes. 

Dr. Turner. About 15 or 20 minutes. 

Senator Danrex. Could you tell from the examination that he was 
a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. I think it was for addiction, I think he told me he was 
a drug addict. 

Senator Danrext. Did you confirm that by your examination ? 

Dr. Turner. I confirmed it. 

Senator DanreL. From making the examination you came to your 
conclusion that he was a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. I agreed with him. 

Senator Danrev. And therefore you treated him as a drug addict? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. Suppose he had been somebody from off the street 
that just wanted to come in there and claim he was a drug addict in 
order to get a prescription from you for drugs to go out and peddle 
in the streets to other people, how in the world could you have known 
the difference? 

Dr. Turner. Why, by my examination and physical findings. 
They couldn’t get away with that. I certainly wouldn’t prescribe 
drugs for anyone unless I was sure he needed them. 

Senator Dantex. In other words, you think a doctor can depend 
upon his physical findings to confirm the fact that a man he sees for 
the first time is a drug addict. 

Dr. Turner. Plus his admission. 

Senator Dantet. Plus his admission ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danrev. How about the physical findings alone! Let’s 
take the case of a peddler. Naturally, if he is going to come in and 
try to get drugs prescribed for him so he can go out and sell them, 
he is going to proclaim he is a drug addict, he is going to come in and 
tell you he is. How are you going to know he is a peddler? 

Dr. Turner. There would be no way for me to know he was a 
peddler. But there would be a way for me to know whether he was a 
drug addict in most cases. 


Senator DanreL. And that is by making the same test you used on 
Gill Miller ? 


Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. And you think that test would be a fair test on 
any person coming to you saying he was a drug addict ! 

Dr. Turner. It is a test that is universally used. 

Senator Dantex. And you are satisfied that Gill Miller was a drug 
addict ? 

Dr. Turner. I confirmed it and put it in the lower corner of my 
prescription. 

Senator Dantex. Is the man who was posing as Gill Miller in the 
courtroom ¢ 

Will you stand up? 

What is your name, sir? 

Mr. Doveuerty. Gilbert Joseph Dougherty. 

Senator Dante.. Were you ever a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dovcuerry. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did you go to Dr. Turner’s office as he testified ? 

Mr. Dovuacuerty. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Who were you working for? 

Mr. Doveuerty. Bransky. 

Senator Daniet. Were you an undercover man for Mr. Bransky? 

Mr. Dovcuerty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did you pose as a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dovcuerty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. Did he write the prescriptions he has here told 
us about ? 

Mr. Dovucuerty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danten. Did you ever use drugs in your life? 

Mr. Dovcuerty. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Doctor, do you recognize this young man ? 

Dr. Turner. I remember his face, but I will tell you this. I ex- 
amined this young fellow’s eyes. He may have had some other condi- 
tion causing it, but his pupils were absolutely fixed. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Dougherty, raise your right hand and be 
sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to 
give before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Nar- 
cotics will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Dovucuerty. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GILBERT JOSEPH DOUGHERTY 


Senator Dantet. Did you take any kind of medicine or do anything 
that would affect the pupil of your eyes intentionally as far as the 
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pupils are concerned, or any other part of your body, to produce a 
reaction to help you convince the doctor that you were actually a 
drug addict? 

Mr. Doucuerry. No, sir. 

Dr. Turner. May I say, he doesn’t have to take drugs. Those 
pupils get fixed from physical conditions — times. 

Senator Werker. I have a suggestion. I think you will agree with 
me, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Dantex. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Dougherty, do you solemnly swear that the 
answers you gave to the questions propounded to you by the chairman 
of the subcommittee, Senator Daniel, were the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Dovuauerty. I do. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Bransky, I am sorry I did this on the spur 
of the moment and didn’t ask you about it. Do you wish this under- 
cover agent’s picture to be used or not used ? 

Mr. Bransxy. He is a member of the Philadelphia Police Depart- 
ment. I will leave that to his superior, Lieutenant McDermott. 

Senator Danie. He was working for you assigned as an under- 
cover man? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Whose squad is he on ? 

Mr. Bransky. His superior is Lieutenant McDermott. He is here. 

Senator Danrev. Lieutenant McDermott, I notice someone took his 

ricture. 
Mr. McDermorr. That is all right. He has already been exposed. 

Senator Dante.. He is out from undercover ? 

Mr. McDermort. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Levy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask if we will be allowed to ques- 
tion this man? 

Senator Dante. No, but you can send up any question you want 
and it will be propounded. As far as I am concerned, I would be 
happy to let counsel ask their own questions, but that would bog down 
the hearings no end. But if you have some questions, send them up, 
and they will be propounded. 

Mr. Levy. I was talking about the witness, Dougherty. 

Senator WeLKerR. You just write anything you want to ask, and I 
will be happy to ask it. 

Mr. Levy. I don’t think I can afford you. 

Senator Werxer. I will work for free. 

Senator Dantev. Dr. Turner, you just admitted one instance in 
which a person could fool you, and therefore you might write a pre- 
scription for someone who was not an addict? 

Dr. Turner. That is quite possible. 

Senator Dantev. Did you take off this young man’s clothes and 
examine his body, Mr. Gill Miller? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember that. I usually have them take 
their clothes off, always their coat off. 

Senator Danret. Do you know whether you had him take his coat 
off and roll up his sleeves? 

Dr. Turner. That is the custom. 

Senator Dantet. You don’t know whether you did it in this case 
or not! 
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Dr. Turner. I don’t remember, but I am pretty sure I did. 

Senator Danrex. Will you look at your book for December 10, 1954, 
for the name of Daniel Morino? 

Mr. Levy. We have no entries for December. 

Senator Danret. Dr. White was prescribing then, is that correct? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. All right, look at your book for December 17, 1954. 
Is there anything in your book for Daniel Morino? 

Dr. Turner. No record. 

Senator DanteL. December 27, 1954, Daniel Morino, no record? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Do you remember a man by the name of Daniel 
Morino? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t recall. 

Senator Danrex. His face does not come to your mind when you 
hear his name? 

Dr. Turner. I would know him when I see him. 

Senator Danrex. Look at the entry for January 5, 1955. 

Mr. Levy. And the name, sir? 

Senator Danrez. Daniel Morino. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Does it show that you treated him on that 
occasion ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Do you have “drug addict” by his name? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I didn’t treat him as a drug addict. I didn’t 
treat him as an addict—I may have—— 

Senator Dantex. You said you always put “DA” by the name in 
this book, didn’t you ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Then this is another case in which you failed to 
do that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantez. I hand you a prescription dated January 5, 1955, 
signed by you, for Daniel Morino, bearing in the lefthand corner, the 
words “Drug addict under treatment, JPT,” and ask you to identify 
that prescription ? 

First, Doctor, before he hands you the prescription, do you remem- 
ber what you gave him? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex. All right, show him the prescription. 

Dr. Turner. Codeine sulfate and elixir triple bromide. 

Senator Danret. All right, sir. And you prescribed for him? 

Dr. Turner. I did. That was the 5th of January. 

Senator Danret. How much did you give him? 

Dr. Turner. Four grains of codeine sulfate and six ounces of elixir 
triple bromide. 

Senator Danret. And now, next, January 7, 1955, for the same 
name? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What does it show there? 

Dr. Turner. Drug addict—no; there is no “DA” behind his name. 

Senator Dantev. On January 7, 1955, what did you prescribe for 
him on that occasion? 
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Dr. Turner. I don’t remember that either. 

Senator Danrez. I hand you a prescription and ask you to identify 
it. It is dated January 7, 1955, Daniel Morino. After refreshing 
your memory, what did you prescribe for him ? 

Dr. Turner. Dilaudid tablets, sixteenth of a grain. 

Senator Dantex. And that is the derivative of opium you have testi- 
fied about ? 

Dr. Turner. Twenty-four one-sixteenths grains. 

Senator Dantet. How in the world did you know but what he was 
going to sell those in the street, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. How would I know? Nobody would know that. If 
I treat a patient they can take the medicine and do what they please 
with it. 

Senator Dantev. Doctor, that is exactly why the Federal Govern- 
ment and the State and the American Medical Association have out- 
lawed this ambulatory treatment you have been giving these patients. 
Do you realize now what this ambulatory treatment can lead to? 

Dr. Turner. I understand, and I have ceased entirely. 

Senator Dantev. Doctor, did you examine Daniel Morino? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Were you convinced that he was a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. Evidently so. 

Senator Dantev. Did he tell you he was on heroin ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember that. 

Senator Dantet. Did you examine his body, his arms, to see if he had 
been taking shots ? 


Dr. Turner. I did. I am sure I did that. But I don’t remember 
the chest examination. 

Senator Danrex. Doctor, did you just take his word ? 

Dr. Turner. No; I never take his word. 

Senator Dantet. You satisfied yourself as a medical doctor that this 
man was truly a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. And that is why you prescribed for him ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Look at the record for January 12, 1955. Do you 
have Daniel Morino there ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. What did you prescribe for him then ? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t remember. 

Senator Dantex. All right, I will show you the prescription—-look 
also at the January 17—in order to speed this up a little, look at the 
12th, the 17th, and the 24th. You also have Daniel Morino there. 
Do you have “DA” by any of those last three entries I asked you about 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Dante. You do not have the “DA” by his name anywhere 
in your book ? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Danret. And you are positive of your examination of him 
that he was telling you the truth when he told you he was a drug 
addict ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; I so indicated on his prescription. 


Senator Danrex. Is the person here in the room who posed as 
Daniel Morino? 












ify 


ing 


sti- 


Wis 


If 


ase 
rn- 


ut - 
nts. 


had 


ber 


this 


you 


ook 
the 
ere. 
ut 2 


1ere 


him 
rug 


$ 
i 
i 
f 


ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 489 


Is it all right for us to question this man? 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; any one of them. 

Senator Danrex. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before the Senate Judiciar y Subcommittee Investigating 
Narcotics will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Apparto. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DANIEL JOSEPH ADDARIO, PHILADELPHIA POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Senator Dante. What is your name? 

Mr. Apparto. Daniel Joseph Addario. 

Senator Dantet. You have heard about these different prescrip- 
tions given by Dr. Turner to you? 

Mr. Apparro. Yes; I have. 

Senator DanieL. Were you posing as Daniel Morino? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes; I was. 

Senator Dantet. In what capacity were you working? 

Mr. Appario. I was assigned to Lieutenant MeDermott’s special in- 
vestigation squad under the direct supervision of Mr. Bransky of the 
Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

Senator Danten. Have you ever been a drug addict ? 

Mr. Apparto. No, sir; I haven't. 

Senator Danrex. Did the doctor make a physical examination of 
vou‘ 

Mr. Apparro. Other than the waving of his hand before 

Senator Dantet. Before your eyes / 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danten. Did he look at your arms / 

Mr. Apparto. No, sir; not that I remember. 

Senator Danret. Not that you remember. Have you ever used 
drugs at all? 

Mr. Apparto. No, sir; I haven't. 

Senator Dante. You were posing simply as a drug addict at the 
request of Mr. Bransky for the purpose of seeing whether or not you 
could buy drugs? 

Mr. Apparro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And you did make the purchases he has testified 
about 4 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Danrex. Doctor, do you recognize Mr. Morino as the man 
you have treated under that name ? 

Dr. Tcrner. Yes, sir. I don’t remember his face. 

Senator Danret. That is, you recognize Mr. Addario. 

Dr. Turner. I remember his face. 

Senator Danrev. All right, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. One question. Did you tell the doctor you were on 
heroin at the time? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Gasque. You were not on heroin? 

Mr. Apparto. I told him I was using heroin. 

Mr. Gasque. But as a matter of fact, you were not on heroin? 

Mr. Apparto. No, I was not. 
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Mr. Gasque. Did you tell the doctor you needed these prescriptions 
to tide you over between shots of heroin ? 

Mr. Apparto. I told him I was using heroin all the time as I was 
securing the prescriptions. 

Mr. Gasquet. Thank you. 

Senator DanteL. Now, then, Doctor, will you look at your entries 
on December 31 for William Lee? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; he is here. 

Senator DanteL. On December 31, do you have an entry for William 
Lee? 

Dr. Turner. December 31? 

Senator DanreL. Yes, 1954. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator DantreL. Do you show “DA” by his name? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir; it does. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have an entry of January 5, 1955, for Mr. 
William Lee? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Does it have “DA” by his name? 

Dr. Turner. I failed to put it beside his name in that entry. 

Senator Dantex. All right, do you have an entry of January 10, 
1955, for William Lee? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have “DA” by his name? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Danret. Do you have an entry of January 14, 1955, for Mr. 
William Lee? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Do you have “DA” by that name? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Danrex. Do you have an entry for January 21, 1955, for 
Mr. William Lee? 

Dr. Turner. January which? 

Senator Danie. January 21, 1955, William Lee. 

Dr. Turner. I have it; yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have “DA” by the name? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Now, Doctor, do you remember what you pre- 
scribed for William Lee on any of these occasions ? 

Dr. Turner. I do not. 

Senator Dante... The prescriptions that I have here, the dates 
called off, some of them show that he was treated as a drug addict, 
“Drug addict under treatment.” I am not going to ask you to iden- 
tify each one; I will just ask you this, if these prescriptions show 
that you were treating him as a drug addict, do you think they are 
correct ? 

Dr. Turner. If it says “drug addict” on the lower lefthand corner, 
I was treating him as that. 

Senator Dante. Your first entry shows that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes: he was a drug addict. 

Senator Danret. Do vou remember this patient ? 

Dr. Turner. I remember him if I would see him. 

Senator Dantet. His face doesn’t come to your mind? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 
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Senator Dantet. How did you convince yourself he was a drug 
addict ¢ 

Dr. Turner. By admission and by examination. 

Senator Daniet. What examination did you rely upon ? 

Dr. Turner. I gave him a physical to start with, and then I ex- 
amined his pupils. 

Senator Danret. Are you positive he was a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. From the physical examination plus the admission. 

Senator Danret. You wouldn’t have given drugs to him if you had 
not been convinced that he was a drug addict ? 

Dr. Turner. No; I would not. 

Senator Danteu. Is the person who posed as William Lee in the 
room ¢ 

Will you hold up your right hand? Do you solemnly swear that 
the testimony you are about to give before the Senate Judiciary Sub- 
committee Investigating Narcotics will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Dotan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES ANTHONY DOLAN, PHILADELPHIA POLICE 
DEPARTMENT 


Senator Dantrev. What is your real name? 

Mr. Dotan. James Anthony Dolan. 

Senator Danrezt. Did you pose as William Lee? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. In these various trips to Dr. Turner’s office? 

Mr. Dotan. I did, sir. 

Senator Danret. Have you ever been a drug addict? 

Mr. Dotan. No; I have not. 

Senator Dantet. Have you ever taken drugs? 

Mr. Doxan. No; I have not. 

Senator Dantet. In what capacity were you working at the time? 

Mr. Dotan. I am a policeman in the Philadelphia Police Depart- 
ment attached to Lieutenant McDermott’s narcotics investigation 
squad, working under the supervision of Mr. Bransky of the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics. 

Senator Danrev. And all of these prescriptions you got in the 
capacity of a nundercover agent ? 

Mr. Doran. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danre.. Representing yourself to be a drug addict? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did Dr. Turner tell you to take off your shirt, 
and look at your arms? 

Mr. Dotan. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. What examination did he give you? 

Mr. Dotan. On 1 occasion I received the stethoscope on the chest, 
and on 3 occasions I received the hand wave before the eyes, and that 
was the extent of any examination I received. 

Senator Danrev. You told him you were a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir; I told him I was an ex-convict. 

Senator Dante. You told him you were an ex-convict ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Using what type of drugs? 
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Mr. Dotan. I told him I was arrested in New York City for posses- 
sion and use of drugs, and I did 6 months in Rikers Prison in New 
York, and I had just got out of jail a week before I saw him, and I 
wason parole. And I had been using heroin for a year. 

Senator Dantex. What did you ask him to do? 

Mr. Dotan. To help me. 

Senator Dantet. How old did you tell him you were? 

Mr. Dotan. I believe I told him I was 21. 

Senator Dantex. Dr. Turner, do you recognize this young man as 
the person who came to your office as William Lee ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, I believe we have four cases here now. 

J. W. Daniels, will you stand up, please. 

Do you recognize this man, J. W. Daniels, as the person who came 
to you under that name for treatment ? 

Dr. Turner. I think I remember him. He had a goatee when I 
saw him. 

Senator Danret. You think you recognize him ? 

Dr. Turner. I think so. 

Senator Danrex. Doctor, you have four instances here in which you 
prescribed for people who misrepresented things, the same as a peddler, 
who wanted drugs to sell to somebody, could do. In each instance you 
prescribed drugs which could be sold to addicts at a much higher price 
than they would have to pay for them at the drugstore. 

Dr. Turner. If they care to do that, I suppose they could. 

Senator Dantet. Where it cost them $1.50 or $2.50 to fill a prescrip- 
tion for 21 tablets or 36 capsules, they could go out and sell them to 
addicts for a much higher price, couldn’t they ? 

Dr. Turner. They could, yes. 

Senator Danret. You understood, Doctor, that this method of treat- 
ment whereby a physician writes a prescription for the addict and lets 
him take it out himself and administer it to himself has been frowned 
upon by the American Medical Association for some time, isn’t that 
true / 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. I would like to make a part of the record at this 
time the recommendation of the committee on narcotic drugs of the 
council on health and public instruction of the American Medical 
Association, submitted by the council to the house of delegates at the 
Boston session, 1921. 

(Recommendation No. 8, Report of the committee on narcotic drugs, 
Council on Health and Public Instruction, American Medical Asso- 
ciation, submitted to the House of Delegates, Boston session, 1921, 
(reprinted from Journal, American Medical Association, 82: 1967, 
1924) follows:) 


8. Your committee desires to place on record its firm conviction that any 
method of treatment for narcotic drug addiction, whether private, institutional, 
official, or governmental, which permits the addicted person to dose himself with 
the habit-forming narcotic drugs placed in his hands for self-administration, is 
an unsatisfactory treatment of addiction, begets deception, extends the abuse of 
habit-forming narcotic drugs, and causes an increase in crime. Therefore, your 
committee recommends that the American Medical Association urge both Federal 
and State Governments to exert their full powers and authority to put an end to 
all manner of such so-called ambulatory methods of treatment of narcotic drug 
addiction, whether practiced by the private physician or by the so-called narcotic 
clinic dispensary. 

In the opinion of your committee, the only proper and scientific method of treat- 
ing narcotic drug addiction is under such conditions of control of both the addict 
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and the drug, that any administration of a habit-forming narcotic drug must 
be vy, or under the direct personal authority of the physician, with no chance of 
any distribution of the drug of addiction to others, or opportunity for the same 
person to procure any of the drug from any source other than from the physician 
direetly responsible for the addict’s treatment. 


Senator Danrex. I am not going to read it. But you are familiar 
with it, are you not, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Are you also acquainted with the attitude of the 
Pennsylvania Medical Society on this matter? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. That will be inserted in the record at this time. 

(An article, The Narcotic, from the Pennsylvania Medical Journal, 
vol. 58, No. 3, March 1955, is as follows:) 


[The Pennsylvania Medical Journal, vol. 58, No. 3, March 1955—Published monthly by the 
Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania] 


THE Narcotic BR 


The secretary-treasurer recently called to the attention of the Dauphin County 
Medical Society the unfavorable publicity in the press relative to narcotic pre- 
scriptions. Carelessness in this regard is not limited to central Pennsylvania. 
The following article appeared in the Dauphin Medical Academician : 


THE NARCOTIC ACT 


Public relations and public opinion of the medical profession in Dauphin 
County must have reached a new low recently. 

Witness two news stories in the local press within 2 weeks. One concerned 
laxity in prescribing narcotics; the other involved an alleged illegal operation. 

The latter case is not yet closed, so we can say little about it at present. Rather 
it is with the narcotic problem that we are concerned in these lines. 

Several physicians in the Harrisburg area were criticized by Judge Walter 
Sohn—and rightly so—for allegedly issuing narcotic prescriptions to a drug 
addict for a nonexistent patient. 

The defendant in the court case said he told almost identical stories to the 
prescribing doctors. “I told the doctors, or in some instances their nurses, that 
I wanted the drug dilaudid for my aunt, a victim of cancer, who was traveling 
with me,” the man testified. In addition, he said the prescriptions were supplied 
without any of the doctors asking to see his aunt, who did not exist. 

An investigator reported that one physician gave prescriptions for 100 tablets 
of dilaudid to this man on two different occasions within a 10-day period. In the 
man’s possession when he was arrested were 1,768 tablets of dilaudid and a hypo- 
dermic syringe. 

The circumstances of this case are almost unbelievable. There is no escaping 
the fact that the physicians involved were lax. They did not exercise sufficient 
caution and care in prescribing these narcotics. 

It is easy to be duped into giving an addict a dose or two of narcotics when 
he feigns severe illness, as he often does very convincingly, but to prescribe hun- 
dreds of doses for a patient one has never seen is inexcusable. 

It is unfortunate that we must be reminded in such a dramatic fashion that 
we must ever be on guard against the faker. We must exercise great care in 
ordering narcotics. Certainly we must use our brains. We must use common- 
sense and judgment—we must use narcotics only when they are necessary. 

Portions of the Narcotic Act are reprinted below for the information of our 
readers. 

ARTICLE 166—WHO MAY ISSUE 


A prescription for narcotic drugs may be issued only by a physician, dentist, 
veterinary surgeon, or other practitioner who has duly registered, or an exempt 
official. 


ARTICLE 167—PURPOSE OF ISSUE 


A prescription, in order to be effective in legalizing the possession of unstamped 
narcotic drugs and eliminating the necessity for use of order forms, must be 


68489—56—pt. 2——11 








494 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


issued for legitimate medical purposes. The responsibility for the proper pre- 
scribing and dispensing of narcotic drugs is upon the practitioner, but a corre- 
sponding liability rests with the druggist who fills the prescription. An order 
purporting to be a prescription issued to an addict or habitual user of narcotics, 
not in the course of professional treatment but for the purpose of providing the 
user with narcotics sufficient to keep him comfortable by maintaining his cus- 
tomary use, is not a prescription within the meaning and intent of the act; and 
the person filling such an order, as well as the person issuing it, may be charged 
with violation of the law. 


Senator Danrex. Doctor, are you familiar with the fact that the 
Federal Government through Mr. Bransky told you as early as 1954 
that this was a violation of the law? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danre.. Do you remember a visit with Mr. Bransky in the 
office of another doctor in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. The doctor who thought he could treat narcotics 
by blood chemistry ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. That was Dr. Lawrence who thought he could 
treat by blood chemistry ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And you visited Dr. Lawrence and Mr. Bransky 
of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in connection with this subject 
in 1954? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; in Dr. Lawrence’s office. 

Senator Dantet. Now, in 1954 when you had this visit with Mr. 
Bransky and Mr. Lawrence, didn’t Mr. Bransky tell you that he 
thought you were violating the Federal law by treating these drug 
addicts through the ambulatory patient method ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, he did. 

Senator Danret. And he warned you you shouldn’t do it? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. But you continued to do it? 

Dr. Turner. When you are through I will explain. 

Senator Dantex. Doctor, are you also familiar with the Pennsy]- 
vania law on this subject? Article 860, title 85, of the health and 
safety law of Pennsylvania? 

I will read you this part to see if you are familiar with it. It is 860: 

No physician or dentist shall sell, dispense, administer, distribute, or prescribe 
any of said drugs— 
and I turn back now to the portion of the article that defines the 


drugs and ask that it be made part of the record at this point, article 
851, which includes— 


opium or cocoa leaves, marihuana, any compound or derivative of opium, cocoa 


leaves, or marihuana, any substance or preparation containing cocoa leaves or 
marihuana— 


and so forth. 
I am reading now from article 860: 


No physician or dentist shall prescribe any of said drugs to any person known 
to such physician or dentist to be a habitual user of said drug unless such 
drug is prescribed, administered, or dispensed or given for the cure or treatment 
of some malady other than the drug addict: Provided, however, if any physician 
desires to undertake in good faith the cure of the habit of taking or using 
opium or any of its derivatives in any form, such physician may prescribe or 
dispense opium or its derivatives to the patient under proper nursing super- 
vision or institutional care, provided such opium or its derivatives are pre- 


scribed or dispensed in good faith for the purpose of causing such person to lose 
his craving for the drug. 
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I will skip to a later sentence: 


In every case the physician shall himself make a physical examination of 
the patient and shall report in writing within 72 hours to the Department of 
Health the name and address of the patient, together with his diagnosis of 
the case. When the patient leaves his care, such physician shall report in 72 
hours to the Department of Health the result of such treatment. 

Did you do that in all of these instances? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantez. The first visit you reported within 72 hours? 

Dr. Turner. The first visit, that is what I reported. 

Senetor Dantet. Then the last visit when you stopped treating these 
yatients ? 

Dr. Turner. I told him the man was discouraged or moved on some- 
place else. 

Senator Dantet (reading) : 

Any person who in the course of treatment is treated with narcotic drugs— 
who without diagnosing— 
that is on a different point. 

Are you familiar with that statute, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You know there was a statute in which that lan- 
guage did not appear. And then the language which said a physician 
might prescribe for such patients under proper nursing supervision 
or institutional care was added to the law in 1955. 

Dr. Turner. I know that. 

Senator Dantret. Did you understand from this law, that narcotics 
were to be prescribed for drug addicts in Pennsylvania only where 
you had them under nursing supervision or under institutional care ? 

Dr. Turner. The only institutional care they got was in my office. 

Senator Danteu. Doctor, do you think that is what is meant by the 
statute ¢ 

Dr. Turner. By a long stretch of the imagination it might be. 

Senator Dantex. It would take a long stretch of the imagination, 
wouldn’t it, Doctor? 

Dr. Turner. It would. 

Senator Dante. Don’t you actually know, Doctor, that you are 
opposed to this statute? This statute was written to stop the ambula- 
tory treatment method; isn’t that the purpose of it? 

Dr. Turner. That was the purpose of it. 

Senator Dantex. In 1945? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know that? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Did you oppose the statute? 

Dr. Turner. No. 

Senator Dantex. But you did know it was written in order to stop 
the ambulatory treatment which you described here today. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. As a courtesy to my friend, the counselor of Dr. 
Turner, and with your permission, I would like to propound a couple 
of questions, first to Mr. Addario. 

Mr. Addario, you have been heretofore sworn ? 

Mr. Appartro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixker. And you have testified under oath? 
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Mr. Apparro. Yes, sir. / 

Senator Weixer. And you called on Dr. Turner and told him in | 
effect you were a drug addict? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. What sort of drugs? 

Mr. Apparto. Heroin. 

Senator WeixKer. He gave you a physical examination consisting © 
of what? 

Mr. Apparto. He placed his hand under my eyes three times, and he | 
put his stethoscope on my chest. 4 

Senator Weixer. Very well. Did you pose as a drug addict to Dr. | 
Turner ? | 

Mr. Apparro. I told him I was a drug addict, that I had been on | 
heroin for 16 to 18 months. 

Senator Weixker. And you knew at the time you were not an 
addict ? 

Mr. Apparro. Yes, sir. , 

Senator Werker. You went there for the purpose of getting drugs ~ 
from Dr. Turner ? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Do you think that Dr. Turner was really try- 
ing to satisfy your appetite for drugs, that he was sincerely trying 
to get you off the drug habit, or was he trying to sell prescriptions? 

Mr. Apparro. I didn’t have any drug habit for him to get me off. 

Senator Dantex. I want to ask you this question that I asked Mr. 
J. W. Daniels. Do you feel that Dr. Turner was sincerely trying to 
get you off the drug habit, whether you had it or not? I realize that 
is a difficult question, that calls for a conclusion on your medical — 
knowledge, and so forth. But I think counsel and Dr. Turner are 
entitled to your observation. Do you feel he was sincerely trying to © 
get you off the drug habit? 

Mr. Appario. I think that if I was a drug addict that he would have 
tried to cure me. 

Senator WeLkKer. Since you weren’t a drug addict, what do you © 
think he was trying to do? 

Senator Danrex. Senator Welker, you said that it was all right 
for counsel for Dr. Turner to ask these questions. 

Senator WeLker. He didn’t ask them in that form. 

Mr. Levy. They were phrased better than I wrote them, I must say. 

Senator Dantex. I just wanted to say, since I am calling for a con- 
clusion, he did ask them. 

Senator Wetker. Since you weren’t a drug addict, what did you — 
conclude he was trying to do? : 

Mr. Apparro. Well, with the short examination that he gave me © 
and just wrote the prescriptions, in my opinion, he was just giving 
me these drugs, being as I wasn’t a drug addict. 
Senator WeLKer. He could have made an honest mistake, could he ~ 
not ? | 

Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Any other questions, counsel ? 

Mr. Levy. No, sir. 

Senator We.ker. That same question will be propounded to Daniel — 
Morino—Addario. 
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You posed as whom? 


- Mr. Apparto. Daniel Morino. 
Senator Wetker. You went to Dr. Turner and represented your- 
self as a drug addict? 
Mr. Apparto. Yes, I did. 

o |) Senator Wetxer. And did he give you a physical examination? 

g | ) Mr. Avparto. The placing of the hand three times and the stetho- 

ie |) scope. And I think Dr. White gave me a blood pressure count, if 
I am not mistaken. 

. Senator Wetker. Blood pressure? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes. 
in Senator Wetker. Anything else? 


Mr. Apparto. Not that I recall. 
n || Senator Wetxer. Did you tell him you were a heroin addict? 
| Mr. Apparto. Yes; I was using heroin. 
Senator Wetxer. Did he look at your arms? 
- Mr. Apparto. Not that I remember. 
Senator WELKER. You actually posed as a drug addict? 
Mr. Apparto. Yes, sir. I told him I was using heroin. 
y- Senator Wetker. You went there for the purpose of receiving 
1g drugs? 
) Mr. Apparro. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wetker. Do you think that Dr. Turner was actually trying 


fr, | to help you to relieve yourself of your habit for drugs? 

to Mr. Apparro. Actually, I don’t know what Dr. Turner was trying 
at | todo. I couldn’t answer that. 

a] |} . Senator WELKER. You couldn’t say as to whether or not he was try- 
re | ing to relieve you? E 

to Mr. Apparto. I couldn’t, sir. 


Senator Wetxer. Is it based upon your knowledge that when you 
ve | Went there—do you feel that the doctor could have made an honest 
} mistake? 
ou | Mr. Avparro. I couldn’t answer that, no. 

Senator Dante. I would like to ask you this. If you had been a 
ht | “ope peddler instead of an undercover man, do you think you could 
} have gotten the drug prescribed just the same? 

Mr. Apparto. Yes. 


ry. | Mr. Levy. That is not my question, may the record show. 
a Senator Dantet. No; that is my own. 
Senator Weiker. You did go there for the purpose of deceiving Dr. 
ou | lurner? 
Mr. Apparto. Yes, I did. 
me Senator Wetxer. That is all. 


ng Now, James Anthony Dolan who posed as William Lee. 
Mr. Dolan, you have heretofore been sworn ? 
he | Mr. Doran. Yes, sir. 
5 Senator Wetxer. Sometimes as William Lee. 
Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 
Senator Wetxker. I am propounding these questions at the request 
of counsel for Dr. Turner, which is something that we rarely do, but 
jel | Counselor Levy has been very courteous to the committee, and we want 
} to be courteous to him. 
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Did you go there to Dr. Turner for the purpose of deceiving him, 
to the extent that you represented yourself as a dope addict when you 
weren’t one? 

Mr. Dotan. I went to him for the purpose of pretending to be a 
dope addict and receive narcotic prescriptions, that was the purpose. 

enator WELKER. You weren’t a drug addict ? 

Mr. Doran. No, sir. 

Senator Weixer. And you told him that you were? 

Mr. Doxan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. Do you actually.feel that Dr. Turner was sincere 
in his attempt to cure you of the allegations that you made to him, 
namely, that you were a drug addict ? 

Mr. Dotan. Is my answer my own opinion ? 

Senator WELKER. Yes, it will have to be. 

Mr. Dotan. No, I do not think so. 

Senator WeLxrr. You do not think the doctor was sincere? 

Mr. Dotan. Because of the three types of drugs he prescribed, each 
drug was more powerful than the one [ got before. I started off with 
oe and went into dilaudid, each one is more powerful than the 

ast. 

Senator Werker. Did you take any of the drugs. 

Mr. Dotan. No; they were held in evidence. 

Senator Weiker. How do you know that one was more powerful 
than the other ? 

Mr. Dotan. I don’t have too much knowledge about drugs, but from 
my understanding, codeine is a weak drug, dolophine is more powerful, 
and dilaudid is an opiate, which is more powerful. 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Witness, since you misled him by telling you 
were a heroin addict, and by saying that you weren’t getting relief 
from these drugs and he gave you more powerful drugs, isn’t it a 
fact that he could have made an honest mistake in prescribing those 
drugs to you? 

Mr. Dotan. He could have. 

Senator WELKER. Very well. 

Is that satisfactory to you, counselor ? 

Mr. Levy. Thank you. 

Senator Dantet. I will ask you the same question as I asked the last 
witness. If you had been a dope peddler going in there and posing 
as an addict, do you think you could have gotten the drugs prescribed 
for you just as easily ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. I would like the record to show that the courtesy 
shown to Dr. Turner and his able counselor will not be used as a prece- 
dent; it is due to the courtesy Mr. Levy has shown to this committee. 
I have never done it before, and I will not do it again. 

Senator Danre.. The record will show that we have tried to give 
every possible consideration to Dr. Turner, knowing his reputation in 
the community. And I think it is to be presented to the community 
as a disagreement of law on the subject, and on this particular matter. 

And I have gone into it here this morning very thoroughly, Doctor, 
because after this matter came up yesterday, it seemed to me, studying 
about it last night, that we had a wonderful opportunity here to show 
what can happen under the ambulatory treatment which the Federal 
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Government and the State of Pennsylvania frown upon. And you 
understand that, Dr. Turner ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; I do. 

Senator Dantex. Do you agree that it is a mistake? 

Dr. Turner. I do, I told you that before, I agree. 

Senator Dante.. Now, I wish to offer for the record a tabulation 
which has been made of all the prescriptions given to the undercover 
men, the number of tablets, and so forth, and ask that it be made a part 
of the record at this time, after counsel for Dr. Turner has had an 
opportunity to go over it and check it thoroughly. 

(The tabulation referred to is as follows:) 
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Senator Dantex. Now, Dr. Turner, Mr. Bransky last evening went 
into his files and got information together as to the dates of your 
calls and your conversations. Did you do anything toward recalling 
actually when these dates were? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir; I couldn’t recall. 

Senator Danret. Do you remember his warning about this matter 
in 1954 in the office of Dr. Lawrence? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; I remember. 

Senator Dantet. Then you remember next a telephone call in early 
1955? 

Dr. Turner. You mean that I made? 

Senator Danret. That you both had. 

Dr. Turner. Yes; we talked over the phone. 

Senator Danrev. January 21, 1955 is the date that Mr. Bransky 
has. 

Mr. Bransky, may I talk to you a moment ? 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH M. BRANSKY—Resumed 


Mr. Bransky. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Danrev. You have been sworn? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Have you checked your record to find what tele- 
phone conversations you had with Dr. Turner in 1955? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes. 

Senator Danie. What was the date of your first conversation? 

Mr. Bransky. January 21, 1955. 

Senator Dante. January 21, 1955. 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes; Dr. Turner called me at that time. 

Senator Danret. And what did Dr. Turner tell you? Just briefly 
summarize it. 

Mr. Bransky. That he had been treating a number of drug addicts 
ambulatory, the narcotic drug habit, and he advised me that he would 
immediately stop prescribing for these addicts. 

Senator DanreL. That was January 21, 1955? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes; he called me at my home. 

Senator DanreL. Was that the day after the widespread raids were 
made? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir; the raids. The call was the following day. 

aa Dantet. Were those raids in answer to the newspapers on 
the 21st? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes, sir; they received a great deal of publicity. 

Senator Danrex. And the call came to you from Dr. Turner the 
day after the raids were made? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes. 

Senator Dantez. And he told you that he would not treat any more 
ambulatory patients; is that correct, sir? F 

Mr. Bransxky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And that was on January 21, 1955? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danzex. Dr. Turner, do you recall such conversation? 

Dr. Turner. I recall the conversation, I don’t recall the date. 

Senator Danret. You do recall such a conversation ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes; I do. 
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Senator Dantex. Can you fix it by the narcotic raids? Was it the 
day after the narcotic raids? 

Dr. Turner. If he says it was, it must have been. I don't 
remember. 

Senator Dante. Now, the evidence is shown here that you did 
after January 21 write several prescriptions for these undercover 
agents on the 24th of January 1955, that prescriptions were written 
for three of these agents on that day. Now, do you recall having 
written any other prescriptions for narcotic addicts after January 24, 
1955 ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danten. Have you looked through your book to see whether 
you have any others? 

Dr. Turner. I have, and I don’t find any others, sir. 

Senator Danret. You don’t find any? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantret. What about the 2 or 3 you thought you had 
treated since? 

Dr. Turner. I don’t find any record of treatment. ® 

Senator Danrex. You find no record of treatment ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Have you looked through your book to find how 
many narcotic addicts are recorded in your book that you have be- 
fore you now ? 

Dr. Turner. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Will you do that for us and give the committee 
that information before you leave? 

Dr. Turner. I will. 

Senator Danrev. After you have, will you give us the names with 
the DA beside them ? 

Dr. Turner. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. Dr. Turner told us he had to leave town today. 
Couldn’t he supply it by mail? 

Dr. Turner. I will give it to you today. 

Mr. Levy. I would like an opportunity to go over it with the doctor. 
We will supply it in a few days. 

Senator Werxer. May I conclude by asking a couple of questions 
counsel would like to have inserted in the record ? 

Mr. Levy. We would greatly appreciate it. 


Senator Wetxer. Dr. Turner, how long have you been a physician 
and surgeon ? 


Dr. Turner. Forty-nine years. 


panatet Wrrxer. Admitted to practice in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania ? 


Dr. Turner. 1906. 

Senator Wetxer. Any other jurisdictions? 

Dr. Turner. Just Pennsylvania. 

Senator WELKER. Have you held any positions wherein your pro- 
fessional knowledge was called for? 

Dr. Turner. I was chief surgeon of the Douglas Hospital for 5 
vears. At the present time I am surgeon emeritus at the Merc 


Douglas Hospital. I am visiting surgeon at the Winfield Hospital. 
That is 52d and Jefferson Streets. 


Senator Wetxker. And you have been a police surgeon? 
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Dr. Turner. I was a police surgeon for 20 years and 8 months. 

Senator We.tker. Can you tell the subcommittee about how many 
addicts you have examined in the years you were a police surgeon ¢ 

Dr. Turner. Several hundred. 

Senator WeLker. And you have been called upon to testify against 
dope addicts ¢ 

Dr. Turner. I have, many times. 

Senator WELKER. You don’t know how many / 

Dr. Turner. Oh, many times, in my capacity as police surgeon 
when their trials came up I was called on to testify, having previously 
examined them. 

Senator WeLker. Doctor, have you sincerely told us the truth based 
upon your ability to remember ¢ 

Dr. Turner. There is never a time that I have told more truth than 
T have told here, and that is the absolute truth. I would like to make 
a statement when you are through. 

Senator WeLKEerR. That depends upon the chairman. 

Senator Dantrex. That will be all right. 

Senator Wetxer. I think you have already answered this ques- 
tion—that you have answered every question as truthfully as you can, 
before your God, with the idea of clarifying every statement that has 
been made about you. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And as a closing remark, as the junior Senator 
from Idaho, let me say that this committee is not a prosecuting agency. 
Whatever the future is, doctor, depends upon the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania or the officers of the Federal Government who have 
jurisdiction. I am sure that Senator Daniel, being the chairman of 
this subcommittee will agree with me that it isn’t our position to go 
out and convict or get convictions of you or any other witnesses. I 
am sure you will agree with me, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Danrev. Correct. 

Senator Weiker. That concludes my interrogation at the invita- 
tion of your able counsel, Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Levy. May we express our thanks to the Senator from Idaho. 
We are very grateful, sir. 

Senator WreLtker. When you say the Senator from Idaho, the chair- 
man has gone along with this. 

Mr. Levy. We thank him separately. 

Senator Dantex. Proceed, Doctor. 

Dr. Turner. Gentlemen, may I say at the outset, I want to thank 
you for the very fine manner in which you have conducted this hear- 
ing. I have been a party to many hearings in my experience, and 
this has been as fair as could be. We all want to get the truth. 

As I have stated in the testimony before, Judge Bell, of upstate 
Pennsylvania, sent me one Eugene Jackson in 1953—— 

Mr. Levy. Doctor, I don’t like to interrupt, but that has already 
gone into the record. 

Dr. Turner. I know, but it has a bearing on what I want to say. 

Mr. Levy. I think the committee has afforded you this opportunity, 
Doctor, to tell what you think of narcotics and what your personal 
feeling is about what you have done. I think we should confine it 
to that. 

Dr. Turner. All right. 
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May I say, though, that when the question arose as to whether I 
should prescribe for ambulatory cases, I went to Judge Alessandronia 
and asked him his opinion as a jurist of this jurisdiction, and he 
assured me that I was within my rights if I felt I could help the pa- 
tient—understand that, that is what I mean, help the patient rehabili- 
tate himself of herself. I never received a fee other than my ordinary 
$4 office fee from any of them. 

I wanted to help, and I want to help. Drug addiction is a terrible 
affliction. It is a disease. And the culprit who falls victim to drug 
addiction should certainly be helped by the city and the State and 
by the country at large. And we as physicians should do everything 
in our power to help them get away from the use of drugs. 

I always tell them when they come to me or when I am called to 
see them that it is up to them to have within themselves a desire to 
get away from drug addiction, and that I couldn’t help them and no 
doctor could help them unless they have that desire primarily to stop. 

Each one has told me—I don’t think there has been an exception— 
“T want to get away from it.” 

I say, “if you want to get away from it I will try to help you.” 

And, that has been the course of my treatment to help them, not 
to flaunt the law. I believe in law, in jurisdiction, I believe in a 
Supreme Being, a God, and I rely very heavily upon Him in all that 
I do in my medical practice. I feel that if I have divine guidance I 
am right. And that has been my practice for 49 years, to lean heavily 
upon that Somebody up yonder. 

Senator Wetxer. Dr. Turner, that is a very profound statement 
you have made. And let me say this on behalf of the committee, 
that we, too, are interested in the vicious cancer of drug addiction. 
That is why we are away from our homes, that is why we are out on 
this trip holding probably one of the hardest hearings that we have 
had or will have, chews narcotic hearings. 

It isn’t easy for us, Doctor, to sit here and cross-examine you, a 
man who has been a leader in his community, a man who is emblematic 
of the very finest of everything in life. It isn’t easy for us to interro- 
gate you when you are in the twilight of your life, after you have 
assisted your fellow man at every turn trying to help him. 

It hasn’t been easy for us to realize that you have made mistake 
after mistake in your testimony, mistake after mistake that might 
well send you to the penitentiary. 

I can say this to you, doctor, that I lost more sleep over this last 
night than I have lost in many of my private defense cases that I had 
many years ago. 

You have made a profound statement here, doctor, and had you had 
counsel, had you taken the word of Mr. Bransky and other people, 
you would have known that you violated the law, in every one of your 
overt acts in prescribing drugs to these people. 

Now, the biggest problem that this committee will face, for those 
men of your profession and other professions who are going to advo- 
cate and urge the ambulatory treatment. You are an example before 
this committee, the best witness that the world could ever have, that 
ambulatory treatment must of itself fail. You are the best example 
in the world. You have overlooked the laws of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, 860, 182, the health and compensation code— 
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in the treatment of drug addiction as such, narcotics must not be furnished 
either by dispensing or prescribing in writing by physicians to the addict himself, 
but must be personally administered by the physician or be placed in the hands 
of a nurse or other reliable person who is not an addict and who is personally 
responsible for carrying out the directions of the physician in charge. Written 
reports must be kept of such administrations of narcotics. 

Now, you can see, Doctor, why Chairman Daniel and this committee 
gave you the invitation to come here. 

Dr. Turner. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Let me again say in conclusion that whatever the 
future holds for you, Doctor, this committee has no interest other 
than that justice bs done and that you by your acts will help us in 
the narcotics problem. 

Dr. Turner. May I say I have been sincere and honest. I have 
stopped prescribing narcotics for ambulatory cases long since. One 
of the agents came to me—I don’t know that he was an agent, but 
your records will show—and I turned him down and said, “I am not 
prescribing narcotics.” 

Senator Dantex. I already asked you the question as to how many 
you prescribed for after saying you had quit January 21, and you 
showed that you prescribed for only three, as far as your records show, 
since January 21 of this year. 

On what date, Mr. Bransky, after the 21st, was one of your agents 
turned down by Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Bransky. The 27th, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator DanreL. On January 27, the records show that Dr. Turner 
called you, I believe, Mr. Bransky; is that correct? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. And told you he had turned down three people 
who asked to be treated as narcotics addicts. 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir; that day. 

Senator Danten. And that was on the 26th of January instead of 
the 27th? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes. I have a memorandum in front of me now. 

Senator Dantet. Was that one of your undercover agents ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. How did you happen to call on Mr. Bransky and 
tell him ? 

Dr. Turner. Because of our relationship in this matter. I wanted 
him to know that I was not treating ambulatory patients, and I have 
ceased and will never treat another. 

Senator Dantet. I brought this out before. I think you might be 
a pretty good witness against this method. 

Dr. Turner. I am against it; yes. 

Senator Danteu. Seeing how a peddler or anybody can come in and 
fool you. 

Ti ‘Teneen I am absolutely against it. Iam going to fight against 
it as long as I live. 

Senator Danrex. Any other questions? 

I believe you said that when you left to go to the hospital you told 
Dr. White not to use any of those prescriptions for narcotics, the ones 
you signed in blank, not to use any of those to treat narcotic addicts. 

Dr. nER. I only signed them for such things as cough mixtures 
and things where you would have to use codeine sulfate. I instructed 
him not to use them for drug addicts. 
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Senator Danret. Thank you very much, Doctor. 

On one other thing, also, we have a list of prescriptions which have 
been made by Dr. Turner at the drugstores to people who were treated, 
and either the prescriptions themselves show them to represent that 
they are drug addicts, or they are suspected of being drug addicts by 
the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. And you may take a copy of this 
list and go over it so that if you wish it corrected or wish to talk with 
the Bureau before that is made a part of the record we will be glad 
to discuss it. We will make it a part of the record later on. 

Mr. Levy. Thank you, for Dr. Turner and myself, may we express 
for the record our appreciation of the treatment we have received. 

Senator Dantex. Thank you. 

We will stand in recess for 10 minutes. 

(Short recess.) 

Senator WELKER (now presiding). Raise your right hand and be 
sworn. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to 
give before the Senate Judiciary subcommittee investigating narcotics 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Dr. Wurre. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES E. WHITE, DOCTOR OF MEDICINE, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator WELKER. Your name? 

Dr. Wurtz. James E. White. 

Senator Weiker. Where do you live? 

Dr. Wurre. 5808 Haverford Avenue. 

Senator Wetker. How long have you been living there? 

Dr. Wuire. I have lived there about a year with some friends. 

Senator WexLxKeEr. I notice that you are not represented by counsel. 

Dr. Wuire. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. I feel, along with the distinguished chairman of 
this committee, who has now made me acting chairman, that you 
should have counsel. Mr. Levy has told me that there is a conflict of 
interests, probably, in the representation of Dr. Turner and Dr. White, 
and according to his code as a member of the legal profession he 
couldn’t represent you. Feeling as we do that you should be repre- 
sented by counsel—not that we will take any advantages of you, sir— 
but we wonder if you couldn’t arrange to be back in the hearing room 
at 1 o’clock with counsel. 

Dr. Wurre. Sir, I don’t have any counsel, and if there is someone 
whom you would designate to represent me—— 

Senator Wetker. Well, we don’t have that authority, nor do you 
really have the right to be represented by counsel; we extend that 
right to you through courtesy only. Personally, since our interroga- 
tion will be honorable and fair, I sometimes doubt whether or not 
you need counsel. But rather than to have us abused as getting a 
man up here who hasn’t had a chance to have counsel, Senator Daniel 
and I feel that you should be given the chance to have counsel. 

Dr. Wurre. May I make this statement, that I just got notice at 
about 10 last night, and I didn’t know whether I would need one, so I 
came down here today. And I am very anxious to testify and co- 
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operate. But, if, in your judgment, I need counsel, I am in a di- 
lemma, because I have no one available. 

Senator Danre.. I want to say that as far as this member of the 

committee is concerned, it is not my judgment that you need counsel. 
And I think what Senator Welker meant was that we wanted to give 
you the opportunity to get counsel if, after you have talked to counsel, 
you desire to do so. 
* Senator Weixer. Let me say this to you, Dr. White, that if you 
desire to go ahead without counsel you may do so, and if at any por- 
tion of the proceedings you feel that we are being unfair or we feel 
that we are being entai, we will notify you, as we did Dr. Turner 
yesterday. We are not here for the purpose of entrapment, nor will 
we try toembarrass you. Now, with that admonition, are you willing 
to proceed? I am certain it won’t take much time. 

Dr. Wurre. I’ve sat here through the interrogation, and I thought 
it was eminently fair, and I have nothing to hide. But if you feel 
that I need one—— 

Senator WeLKER. We don’t feel that you need one; in fact, we 
are leaning over backward to be fair with you. It is our opinion that 
you don’t need one; it is a courtesy that we extend to a witness. You 
are here by virtue of the graciousness of the committee, not by any 
right you have. Counsel have been taken from the hearing room, in 
some cases, but nothing like that will happen in this committee. 

Dr. Wuirr. May I say this. I feel that you would be fair enough, 
if during the discussion you feel that I should need counsel, perhaps 
you would advise me. May I depend on that? 

Senator Wetker. You understand, of course, from what you have 
heard in the hearing room this morning that there may be definite 
conflicts between your testimony and that of Dr. Turner. Of course, 
we have no way of protecting any person from conflict in testimony. 

And I feel from the statements made by the doctor that I am ready 
to proceed. 

How about you? 

Senator Danret. Are you ready to go ahead ? 

Dr. Wurre. I want to get it over with. 

Senator Dantez. If in anything we ask you you feel you need 
the advice of counsel, you just tell us. 

Dr. Wurre. Fine. 

Senator Weixer. Are you a practicing physician and surgeon in 
the State of Pennsylvania? 4 

Dr. Wurre. Not in the State of Pennsylvania, sir. 

Senator WeLKer. What do you do here now? 

Dr. Wurre. I am now doing research work, getting ready for labo- 
ratory work. Hematology, which is my field. I gave up general 
practice years ago on account of my health. 

Senator Wetker. A little louder. 

Dr. Wurte. Shall I repeat that? 

Senator Weiker. Yes. 

Dr. Wurre. Your question was what? You asked me if I was in 
practice here? 

Senator WeLKeEr. Yes. 

Dr. Wutre. No; I am not practicing here in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; I am only licensed in Missouri. 

Senator WeLtker. What are you doing here now? 
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Dr. Wurre. At the present time I am doing research work in hema- 
tology, doing research work, getting ready for hospital work when it 
comes. 

Senator WetKer. Here in the city of Philadelphia? 

Dr. Wurirte. Yes. 


Senator Weiker. You say you are a graduate of the University of [ 


Missouri ? 

Dr. Wurre. No, I am licensed there. 

Senator Wexxer. Licensed in Missouri? 

Dr. Wuite. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Any other jurisdiction? 

Dr. Wurre. No, I haven’t got reciprocity. 

Senator WELKER. Now, Doctor, were you associated with Dr. Tur- © 
ner in the years 1954 or 1955? : 

Dr. Wurre. In 1954, not in 1955, that is, in the fall and early winter 
of 1954. : 

Senator WeLKER. When did you start assisting Dr. Turner? 

Dr. Wurre. Well, I guess you would call it that. He took ill and 
asked me if I would look after his practice while he was ill. And as 
a friend I told him I would, although I wasn’t in general practice at 
all. 

Senator Wetxer. I see. Now, did you look after the general prac- 
tice of Dr. Turner in every respect ? 

Dr. Wuite. Well, I looked at the patients, and if I thought it 
wasn’t something I couldn’t handle I would refer them to some other 
surgeon. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you find many cases that you couldn’t 
handle? 

Dr. Wurre. No, not many, just a few. 

Senator Wetxer. Were you acquainted with any dope addicts who 
came to Dr. Turner’s office for relief or alleged dope addicts? 

Dr. Wurirte. How is that? 

Senator WELKER. Were you acquainted with any people who were 
on the narcotics habit, who came to Dr. Turner’s office for relief? 

Dr. Wuire. I didn’t know them when they came there. 

Senator Weixker. Were you called upon to prescribe for anyone 
who alleged that he was a dope addict ? 

Dr. Wuite. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. About how many times, Doctor? 

Dr. Wurre. Well, I suppose about 3 or 4 or 5 a week. 

Senator Wexxer. Three or four or five a week? 

Dr. Wuits. Yes, who came there, who had been patients of his. 

Senator WELKER. Do you remember the names of any of them? 

Dr. Wuire. No, I don’t. I kept a record, but I left the record there 
when I left. 

Senator WELKER. How did you keep the record? 

Dr. Wutre. On a card, when they came to me they had their name 
and address. 

Senator Wetker. Was that a prisoner’s card, convict’s card ? 

Dr. Wurte. Well, something about half of this size [indicating]. 

The nurse would bring it in to me, an address. And when I treated 
- patient, if it was an addict I would make notations on this piece 
of paper. 

enator WeLker. What sort of a treatment did you give? 
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na- |) Dr. Wurre. The treatment that Dr. Turner outlined. 
1it F Senator Wetker. He outlined treatment prior to going to the 
hospital? 
Dr. Wurre. Yes. 
‘ Senator Weixer. What did he tell you was the correct treatment ? 
of | Dr. Wurrte. In our discussion—of course, I had been out of practice 
} «a long time and had no experience with these type of cases. He said 
he usually penne the dolophine tablets. 
Senator Weiker. And were you familiar with that drug, knowing 
it to be a vicious drug. 
Dr. Wurre. I wasn’t too familiar with it. I did look it up and got 
conversant with it. 


ur- |} Senator Werxer. When did you look it up? 
bi Dr. Wurst. Well, he had a book on his ial there, and I remember 
iter |9 looking up the name, because it was a new name to me and I was not 
‘4 familiar with it. 


| Senator Wetxer. And he told you what he had prescribed ? 
ind Dr. Wurre. Yes. 
| as Senator Wextker. He didn’t tell you of any other drugs he had 
> at used ? 
Dr. Wurre. Well, it was the only one I paid any attention to because 
‘ac- || it was the only one I used. 
Senator Wetker. How did you ascertain how much of the drug to 


5 it | give any oneof these persons? 

her © Dr. Wuire. He outlined that, he said 24 and 36 over a period of a 
week or 10 or 12 days. 

in’t Senator Weixer. And how much did you charge for it ? 





Dr. Wurre. The fee that he suggested 
Senator WELKER. What was that fee ? 
vho Dr. Wuirte. $4 and $5. 
Senator Wetxker. Did you make regular entries on the office books 
regularly and duly kept by Dr. Turner ? 
ere Dr. Wurrte. I never made any entries in his books. 
Senator WeLker. You didn’t make any entries? 
Dr. Wurre. I didn’t make any, because the books were not there. 
one | Ididn’tseethem. I just put them on a piece of paper and put them in 
the drawer. 
Sener We ker. Did you do anything else with those slips of 
paper ? 
Dr. Wuire. Did Ido anything else? 
Senator WeLKer. Yes. 
Dr. Wutre. Yes, I did, when I made a record to him I would write 
) all of them on a sheet of P -.es and give them to him, and make nota- 
ere | tions of those who were addicts by using the initials. And I took those 
to him every time I saw him. 
ee re web —e oe we out of the office did 
) vouever do anything with those slips of paper ? 
7 i Dr. Wurte. Did Tever do tailing? Ye 


Senator Weixker. Yes. 
\e]. Dr. Wurre. I left them there in the desk. 
ted Senator Weixer. Did you ever go to the hospital ? 
sece Dr. Wurre. Yes; I have been to the hospital on occasions. 


Senator Wetxer. Did you take those slips of paper with you? 
68489—56—pt. 212 





510 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Dr. Wuire. I transferred the notes on these cardboard slips to a 
sheet of paper, giving him every case, whether it was an addiction case 
or an ordinary case. He got a complete list of every case I treated, and [7 
notations made. : 

Senator Wetker. Did you ever take anything to the hospital to [ 
show to Dr. Turner? ; 

Dr. Wurre. Did I? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. ‘ 

Dr. Wuite. Every time I went I took the sheet of paper showing [ 
him the number of cases. F 

Senator WeLxer. Was he able to take that sheet of paper and tran- 
scribe that in the original he had here this morning ? : 

Dr. Wuire. You say, was he able to? 

Senator WeLKer. Yes. 

Dr. Wuirts. Physically, you mean? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Dr. Wurre. Well, I suppose he would if he kept them. 2 

Senator Weixker. Did you ever see Dr. Turner transcribe it into | 
his books? 4 

Dr. Wurre. No, I never stayed long enough to see him. iu 

Senator We.ker. Doctor, you heard most of the testimony here this | 
morning given by Dr. Turner. 

Dr. Wurrte. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKER. Do you remember his testimony when he stated 
you were not to use any of the prescription blanks signed in blank, by 
the doctor, Dr. Turner? 

Dr. Wurrte. Yes, I heard that statement. 

Senator WeLKerR. What do you have to say about that ? 

Dr. Wuire. Well, it could be an honest mistake there, because when 


I first went into the office he outlined to me just what I was supposed 
to do. After that particular time there were no prescription blanks 
signed by him. So on a visit to the hospital I told him that there 
were several cases, addicts, coming into the office, and I turned them 
down. And he said, “Well, Doctor, I will give you a few blanks,” ~ 
and under my > ok signed by him. And I told him that I | 


would use those blanks to prescribe for these addicts provided they 
were signed in his original name. 

Mr. Sraanth. And on that prescription, when the doctor signed it, © 
did he place in the left hand corner “drug addict under treatment, © 
John P. Turner”? 

Dr. Wurre. If he did not, I did it myself when I saw the case. : 

Mr. Gasque. In some cases the doctor filled a prescription in blank | 
signed with his name, and when you prescribed for the drug addict | 
you wrote in there “drug addict under treatment” ? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes. And then I would record that on a paper so that 
he would know. 

Senator Wetxer. I want to direct your attention to a prescription | 
dated October 13, 1955, and ask you whether or not you had anything 
to do with the prescription or giving of that prescription. 

Dr. Wurrr. That seems to be my Sendudiie yes, sir. 

Senator We ker. Now, which handwriting is yours and which isn’t 
yours? 

I will get down here where I can see. 

Dr. White, I am not familiar with your handwriting. 
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Dr. Wuire. This is my handwriting, and I see this. But this is 
not my handwriting. 

Senator Danret. When you say “this,” let’s identify it. 

Senator WELKER. You notice the two different colors of ink. I 
am directing your attention to the blue-colored ink. Whose hand- 
writing is that? 

Dr. Wurre. That is my handwriting, if you call that blue. 

Senator WELKER. Now, is there another color of ink there, sort of 
a purple? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes. 

Senator Wetxker. Whose handwriting is that? 

Dr. Wuire. I couldn’t swear to it, but it looks like Dr. Turner’s 
handwriting. 

Senator We.xer. Whose signature appears below the purple, 
whether it be Dr. Turner’s or not. 

Dr. Wurre. It is the same as the other purple, and it looks like 
Dr. Turner’s, but I couldn’t swear to it. 

Senator WeLKeER. It is signed; isn’t it? 

Dr. Wurre. Signed “John B. Turner”; yes. 

Senator Weixer. Did you know that that was on this prescription 
when you gave it to Corinne Fink, on October 13, 1954? 

Dr. Wurre. I couldn’t really remember that incident. 

Senator Wetker. Was Dr. Turner in the office at that time? 

Dr. Wurre. No; he was not in the office. 

Senator Wetxker. Did you take that prescription out to the hos- 
pital and have him write anything on it before you gave it to Corinne 
Fink? 

Dr. Wurre. I don’t know whether he was in the hospital at this 
particular time. 

Senator WeiLker. Now, do you have any knowledge whatsoever 
about the doctor’s writing anything on this prescription ? 

Dr. Wurire. I couldn’t remember. It looks like his writing, and 
if so, he must have done it before I wrote it, as far as I know. 

Senator WELKER. Do you mean to tell the committee that he would 
write in the left-hand corner and sign “Drug addict under treatment, 
John P. Turner” and then sign it again “John P. Turner” in purple? 

Dr. Wurre. Well, this could happen, sir, that I could have gone 
to his home and told him that I had this person who was an addict 
and wanted him to sign, it could all have been done at the same time. 
eee We tker. Then why would he sign the prescription in 
Wank ¢ 

Dr. Wurre. In blank? 

Senator WeLKER. You see, he signed this twice. 

= Wuirer. Well, he could have signed it before I signed it, or 
aiter. 

Senator Wetxer. Of course, he did. That is one of the stack of 
prescriptions he had left for you. 

Dr. Wuire. No doubt. 

Senator Wetker. You certainly never issued a prescription with 
that on its left, did you, “Drug addict” ? 

Dr. Wurre. Drug addict? 

Senator Wetxker. Yes. 
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as he did, as he suggested and instructed me to do. 


Senator WeLKeEr. Now, he didn’t do the writing here—I mean, you ~ 


didn’t do the writing here? 
Dr. Wurre. No. 
Senator Wetker. That is by Dr. Turner? 
Dr. Wurire. Yes; he may have done that himself. 


Senator WeLker. Yes. And this was either before you gave the © 


prescription or after you gave the peer is that right, Doctor ? 
Dr. Wurtre. Well, if it had been after 

drug addict, should have been my name, should have been my hand- 

writing. 


Senator Wetker. Do you want the committee to believe it is your 


best judgment that he signed these prescriptions in blank, and over 


in the left-hand corner wrote “Drug addict, needs treatment, John P. © 


Turner” ? 
Dr. Wurre. What is your question now? 


Senator WELKER. Do you want the committee to believe that he left — 


a stack of prescriptions signed first, “John P. Turner” and then in the 
left-hand corner of the prescription writing, “Drug addict, needs treat- 
ment, John P. Turner”? 


Dr. Wurre. That is very probable, sir, that he could have signed © 


that prescription that way. 
Senator WELKER. You want to leave this committee with the idea 


that he was so careless that he left you a stack of prescriptions for dope — 


addicts? 


Dr. Wurrte. Well, as I said before, every prescription that I filled in 
for drug addicts was more or less signed by Dr. Turner in his own 
handwriting. 

Senator WetKer. Did you hear his testimony ? 

Dr. Wuire. I heard that. 

Senator Wetxer. Where he said that he didn’t want you to treav 
any drug addicts because you didn’t know anything about it? 

Dr. Wurre. I heard that. 

Senator WetKer. What do you say about that? 

Dr. Wurrr. The only thing that I could say would be that it was an 
honest mistake. 

Senator Wetxer. That you didn’t know anything about treating 
drug addicts? 

Dr. Wuire. Let me finish my statement. An honest mistake when 
he said he didn’t ask me to treat drug-addict patients. I said, “If you 
will sign them yourself, I will do that.” There was no reason for Dr. 
Turner not to sign for those drug addicts. There were many others 
that I signed myself. But I said that he had to sign it himself for 
drug addiction. Other persons I would sign his name myself. 

Senator WELKER. You mean you wrote prescriptions and signed his 
name. 

Dr. Wuire. Those are ugly words. 

Senator Wetker. Perhaps they are, but you used his name? 

Dr. Wurrer. Yes; I used his name and signed my initials, “Per 
JEW” on every prescription that were not drug-addict prescriptions. 


Dr. Wurre. Every prescription that I wrote or that I filled in for 
an addict I would always try to write on the left-hand corner the same | 














gave it to the patient, the © 
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Senator WELKER. Tell me a bit about this drug traffic—I mean those 
people who came to the office. About what percentage did they run? 
Did that constitute quite a sizable volume of your business? 

Dr. Wutre. Not with me; it did not. I said with me that they run 
about 4 or 5 or 6 a week. 

Senator WELKER. Did any people come to you for drug prescriptions 
and not get them ? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Why did you turn them down? 

Dr. Wuire. I always had this understanding, that if there was a 
patient came that I didn’t know, to call up the city office, the probation 
office, and contact a certain individual there to find if he was on the 
list to be treated. And in every instance that I treated these patients 
I verified it either by a list that Dr. Turner had, and if they were not 
on that list I would call up this office and ask him if this man was on the 
list and eligible for treatment, and he would check. And if he verified 
it, then this patient would get treatment. 

Senator WeLKER. You called this bureau and asked for the name 
of this addict, the probation office, was it? 

Dr. Wurire. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. And he checked the name that you gave to him 
to see whether or not he was in fact on the probation list ? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And did you turn anybody down? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes; there were a few that didn’t satisfy me and their 
names were not on the list, so I turned them down. 

Senator WELKER. Did you account to the doctor for every bit of the 
income that you received ? 

Dr. Wurre. Sir? 

Senator WELKER. Did you account to the doctor for every bit of 
the income that you received ? 

Dr. Wurte. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. What sort of a business arrangement did you 
lave ? 

Dr. Wuite. No particular business arrangement. He asked me to 
take care of his practice. I said that, “Well, Doctor, I will do the 
best I[can.” So I made a report to him of every patient and the money 
from every patient, and it was turned over to him, either at his home 
or at the office. 

Senator WELKER. What was your business arrangement ? 

Dr. Wurre. There was no business arrangement at all. 

Senator Wertker. Did you get paid for your work there? 

Dr. Wurre. I wouldn’t call it getting paid; no, sir. Any time that 
he felt like giving me something, I would accept it, but there was no 
business arrangement as to any stipulated amount. 

Senator WELKER. You ran the office how long? 

Dr. Wurre. Well, he was sick twice. One time about 2 weeks and 
the next time 2 or 3 weeks. 

Senator Werker. In that 5 weeks, approximately 5 weeks, how 
much money did he give you? 

Dr. Wuire. I really don’t know because I don’t know how much 
money I turned over to him. Sometimes he would give me $10 or $15, 
and I said, “All right, Doctor, if you are satisfied.” But there was 
no arrangement as to any stipulated fee. 
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Senator We.txer. Did you base your business arrangement on how 
much money you took in, Dr. White? 

Dr. Wurte. I suppose that would be natural in his mind. But to 
me, whatever he gave me was satisfactory, whether it was $10, $15, or 
$20. 
Senator Wetker. You worked for him some 5 weeks. Can you tell | 
us about how much money you took in during that time? | 

Dr. Wuire. I imagine that his practice—he was only there 3 days i 
a week, you know, Monday, Wednesday, and Friday, and I supposed | 
it averaged around $25 to $30 each day. H 

Senator WELKER. $25 or $30 each day? I 

Dr. Wuirte. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And you don’t remember how much he gave you 
of that? ti 

Dr. Wurre. Well, not very much, but sometimes he would give me 
more than I expected. But whatever he did, I said, “Thank you, | 
Doctor,” and it was all right. 

Senator We.xer. Well, Dr. White, you have been very fine to us | 
to appear here. Do you feel that any of the questions I have pro- | 
pounded to you have been embarrassing or might lead to your in- © 
crimination, or anything of that sort ? 

Dr. Wuire. No, sir. 

I would like to clarify one item, because I have the highest respect 
for Dr. Turner. I have been knowing him for over 40 years. And 
he was a sick man. And if he said he at least admonished me not © 
to treat them, I wouldn’t disagree, but when I went to the hospital I 
remember distinctly I told him I had several patients that came to 
me for treatment and I turned them down. And he said, “Well, I — 
will give you several prescriptions and sign my name, and if they 
come back, use these prescriptions that I have signed in my name.” 

And I am sure that Dr. Turner would remember that, because ~ 
there would be no purpose of him giving me prescriptions signed in — 
his own name, because I was using his prescription blanks for other 
purposes and signed in his name for the average patient. So that 
would be to my mind concrete evidence of the reason for him giving © 
me these prescriptions signed by himself. 

Senator Wetxer. Doctor, you are familiar with the registry, the ~ 
narcotic registry laws for doctors prescribing narcotics? 

Dr. Wurre. I didn’t quite understand you. ‘ 

Senator Weixer. Maybe I didn’t make myself clear. Under the © 
Harrison Narcotics Act each doctor, as I understand it, which permits © 
him to dispense narcotic drugs. 1 

Dr. Wurre. I think his prescription—doesn’t it have his narcotic 
number on there? 

Senator Danteu. Yes; but I understand he is asking you about | 
yours. Were you registered under the Harrison Narcotics Ret to pre- | 
scribe drugs for any type of patient? 

Dr. Wurre. When I was practicing I had a number. i: 

Aor pou We ker. We are asking you about the time in Philadel- © 
ia? : 
F Dr. Wuire. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Were you registered at any time you prescribed 

any drugs you are testifying about under the Harrison Narcotics Act? 
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The registration requires for you to prescribe drugs for any type of 
patient. ; i 

Dr. Wuire. In Missouri. 

Senator Danrev. You were registered in Missouri under the Har- 
rison Narcotics Act? 

Dr. Wutre. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLxer. Now, Doctor, to bring this to a close, I want to 
direct your attention to a prescription dated December 29, 1954, 
allegedly filled by the Monroe Pharmacy, for one William J. Duvan. 
Now, what ars of that prescription was written by you and what by 
Dr. Turner ¢ 

Dr. Wuire. The signature down at the bottom seems to be Dr. 
Turner’s. The other seems to be mine. 

Senator Weixer. Every bit of writing other than the signature 
is yours? 

Dr. Wurrer. I think so— I guess I was there the 29th, I think he 
came back the last of December. 

Senator WeLker. I am sure you wouldn’t contradict your own hand- 
writing ? 

Dr. Wurre. Not at all. 

Senator Werxker. And every bit of that handwriting is yours except 
the signature ? 

Dr. Wutre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And that is Dr. Turner’s? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, did he give you any such authority to issue 
prescriptions such as that? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes, sir; that is why his signature is on there. 

Senator Weixker. He gave you authority to prescribe anything that 
you desired to write? 

Dr. Wurre. No; it was understood that when these addicts came I 
was to use dolophine tablets, and that is the only thing I used as far 
as I know. 

Senator Weiker. That is all you ever prescribed ? 

Dr. Wurte. As far as I know for addicts. 

Senator Danreu. Dr. White, you understand that under Federal 
Narcotics Act every physician who wishes to dispense drugs for law- 
ful purposes must register each year; do you not? 

Dr. Wurte. Yes, sir. If I was using my signature, I think that 
would be absolutely correct. 

Senator Danret. How many years since you registered under the 
Harrison Narcotics Act? 

Dr. Wuitr. Well, it has been 15 or more years. 

Senator Danret. Then you were not registered under the Federal 
Narcotics Act at the time you filled in the prescription over Dr. 
Turner’s signature for these dope addicts that you have testified about 
before this committee? 

Dr.Wurte. No; I don’t call myself registered, because I haven't 
been in practice for 15 or more years, and at that time the principle 
was you pay a fee for registration. And when I stopped practicing, 
I saw no need to pay that fee. 


. Senator Werker. Very well, Dr. White, we appreciate you coming 
lere. 
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Dr. Wurre. And may I make this further observation. I was re- 
liably informed—and it was subsequently true—that Dr. Turner 
through the city had been authorized to treat these patients, and I f 
checked that and found out it must have been true, because these [ 
officers would come to me and tell me, “Here is a list of patients you 
may treat, the addicts.” And that is why it was done. , 

Senator Danie. What officers came to you with any such list ? ; 

Dr. Wurre. The officer—the probation officer, I don’t know his 
name. But he came in there several times. I called him up and said, 
“T have one or two persons coming in here, and I don’t see them on [ 
his list. Do you have them on your list ?” ; 

And he would check and say, “My list may be newer than yours,” [ 
and he would check and see. 


And he would come down to my office and check, and if it was on 5 


his list he would put it on this yellow slip. : 

Senator Wetker. Doctor, as a medical man, don’t you think it was [ 
really pretty sloppy practice? A 

Dr. Wurrr. Mr. Bransky and I talked about this, and I was not a | 
specialist on this thing, I never treated addicts, but who was I, if the | 
city approved of it and Dr. Turner had been authorized, for me to go | 
in there for a few days and change his system. So I just followed the 
system that he used. 

Senator WeLker. Based on the experience you had, would you say ~ 
the ambulatory treatment was not very good ? 

Dr. Wurre. I didn’t think too much of it, frankly. And I made | 
it very difficult for these patients to get treatment when they came in. | 

Senator WELKER. We would like to have your definite opinion as to 
whether or not this ambulatory treatment is a fair exercise of the treat- | 
ment of narcotics in the country? / 

Dr. Wurre. I will tell you my opinion. Of course, I said before, I | 
didn’t think very much of it. But I think it was the lesser of two | 
evils, while Dr. Turner may have been justified or the city justified 
in sending patients, because as he said, or the city said, we don’t have | 
any place for them, and it is better to have them under the observation | 
of some doctor on probation where we can check on them. : 

Senator Wretker. You see here with your own eyes four different | 
examples where people by subterfuge aliaedie mislead Dr. Turner. | 
So that in itself should convince you as a medical man that that | 
simply does not work. 

Dr. Wurre. I know I could easily be fooled, so I wouldn’t rely on 
my judgment, I checked them. 

Senator DanreL. You were fooled; weren’t you? 

Dr. Wutre. Obviously. 

Senator Dante. You saw these four men posing as addicts? 

Dr. Wurre. They didn’t all come before me—I think I remember [| 
1 of the 4. 

Senator Dante. They even fooled you on that? 

Dr. Wutrer. They fooled me, because I have been fooled before. 

Senator Dantet. I think the record shows that all four of them came 
in and got prescriptions from you when Dr. Turner was gone. 

Dr. Wuite. How many? 

Senator Dantez. All four. 

Dr. Wurre. I will check and see. 

Three. 
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Senator Danret. Three? 

Dr. Wurre. Three. 

Senator Dante. Three of them got prescriptions for narcotics 
from you, they fooled you and made you think they were narcotics 
addicts. 

Dr. Wurre. I will say they were well trained in the technique of 
fooling. 

Senator WeLker. Let me interrupt you. 

Doctor, what sort of an examination did you give them? 

Dr. Wurre. Two things I did. After I was satisfied that they came 
from the city, I then tested their hearts and used the blood pressure 
apparatus to see what the blood pressure was. I checked the heart 
and blood pressure. Those were the two things that I did after being 
satisfied that they came legitimately. 

Senator Dantet. Did you satisfy yourself that they came legiti- 
mately ¢ 

Dr. Wutre. They were either on the list or got on there. 

Senator DanteL. What list? 

Dr. Wuire. This list that came from the probation officer. 

Senator Dante. Did you check on all three of these men to see if 
they were on that list? 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Chairman, I think that we are getting into 
a realm of interrogation that might jeopardize the interest of this 
witness. 

Dr. Wurre. I think in 1 or 2 instances when I wasn’t satisfied, I sent 
them back to the office. 

Senator Wetker. You are now getting on the verge of something 
that might embarrass you later. 

Senator Dante. How did you satisfy yourself that these people 
came legitimately from the city? 

Dr. Wurre. Because I would check on that. 

Senator Dantet. With whom? 

Dr. Wurre. With the city, the probation officer, I would call him 
up on the phone, if it was at night, I wouldn’t do it, I would make 
them come the next day. 

Senator Dante. You did that in each instance? 

Dr. Wurre. As far as I know. I would check on them, unless the 
nurse knew the patient personally. 

Senator Danrex. What nurse? 

Dr. Wurre. Dr. Turner’s nurse. 

Senator Danrex. Viola Bailey? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes; she was always with me. 

Senator Dante. In some instances, then, you asked her if the addict 
was one of Dr. Turner’s patients ? 

Dr. Wuirte. Yes. 

Senator Danie. So you might not have checked with the city on all 
of these four men? 

Dr. Wurre. There was a list there, and if she said he was on the list, 
I wouldn’t actually pick up the list to check on her, if she said he was 
on the list, I would take her word for it. 

Senator Danrex. Take her word for it? 

Dr. Wurre. Yes. 
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Senator Dantet. Doctor, as we have told Dr. Turner, and as we 
have told you, the committee doesn’t operate as a prosecuting agency. 
That is beyond the scope of the committee. We appreciate your com- 
ing here. You were very gracious to appear before the committee. 

Dr. Wurre. Thank you. 

Senator Dantet. I would like to call Mr. Dolan back for a very few 
questions concerning Viola Bailey. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES ANTHONY DOLAN, PHILADELPHIA POLICE / 
DEPARTMENT—Resumed 


( Having been previously sworn by Senator Daniel.) 

Senator DanreL. You may be seated, Mr. Dolan. 

You were the undercover agent who posed as William Lee when he 
went to Dr. Turner’s office ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Did you on occasions go to the office when Dr. 
Turner was not there and talk to the nurse? 

Mr. Dotan. I did. 

Senator Dante. What date was that? 

Mr. Dotan. On January 5, 1955. 

Senator Danret. What is the nurse’s name? 

Mr. Dotan. Viola Bailey. 

Senator Dantet. And what did she ask you? 

Mr. Dotan. Well, I entered the office at about 7:25 p. m. and took 
a seat in the office. And there were other patients there in the waiting 
room. And the nurse was speaking to them each in turn and letting 
them know the doctor wouldn’t be back until around 10 o’clock. 

The nurse approached me and asked me if I was next, and I said, 
“T guess Iam.” And I entered the inner office, where the following 
paraphrased conversation took place—— 

Senator Dantet. Are you speaking from notes you made after that 
visit ? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir, I am. 

Sentaor Danrev. You made those notes how long after that visit? 

Mr. Dotan. I made pencil notes immediately after the visit, and 
then I typed them into a memorandum myself on January 7, 1955. 

Senator Danret. Proceed. What else happened ? 

Mr. Dotan. I entered the inner office and Viola Bailey asked me, 
“What seems to be the trouble?” 

And I said, “I came to see Dr. Turner.” 

Viola Bailey said, “he is not in. Were you here before?” 

I stated, “Yes, last Friday afternoon, and Dr. Turner gave me a 
prescription for a red liquid.” 

Viola Bailey asked me, “Are you on drugs?” 

I said, “Yes.” 

And she said, “The doctor should have given you some pills, that 
liquid is no good.” 

And I said, “No, it wasn’t, I had to go out Monday and get some 
stuff to keep me going.” 

She said, “I don’t know why he didn’t give you the pills. He gen- 
erally does. Let me see if there are any blanks around, and I will 
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give you a prescription for the pills, because there are a lot of patients 
coming back, and if I can get rid of some of them I will be able to get 
out of here quicker tonight.” 

I told her, “I never took any pills, what are they?” 

She said, “Dolophine. They are a lot better and stronger.” 

The nurse at this time was looking through the doctor’s desk and 
also through the doctor’s bag which set in the corner of the inner office. 

She said, “I can’t seem to find any blanks with Dr. Turner’s name 
signed onthem. I had a whole pad of them last week, because I went 
over to the hospital last week and Dr. Turner signed them so we could 
use them while he was sick. I generally give 12 or 36 pills, dependin 
upon the patient’s need. You should take one in the morning aa 
one at night.” 

I said, “O. K.” 

She said, “Do you sleep all right?” 

I said, “No, not too good.” 

She said, “Well, you should take two at a time, then.” 

The nurse was still looking through the desk drawer. She said, “I 
wish I could find them, then I could send to Cameron’s. I guess you 
will have to wait until the doctor comes back.” 

I asked, “What time is he coming back?” 

The nurse said, “About 8:30 p. m.” 

I said, “O. K., I will come back then.” 

I then left the doctor’s office at 7:30 p. m. 

I returned to Dr. Turner’s office and entered as before and took a 
seat in the waiting room about 9:05 p. m. 

Senator Danret. Did you see Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Dotan. No. At this time there were 11 persons in the waiting 
room, which included 4 colored females, 1 colored female child, 3 
colored males, and narcotics agents Daniels, Dougherty, and Addario, 
who also were engaged in an undercover investigation with me on 
this case. 

Senator Dante.. Were they all posing as undercover men? 

Mr. Dotan. They were all there at that time. 

Senator Danret. On that occasion all four of them were in the office 
at one time ? 

Mr. Donan. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. And were posing as undercover men? 

Mr. Dotan. We were undercover men posing as drug addicts to 
obtain prescriptions for drugs. 

Senator Danrex. Did all of you see Dr. Turner that night? 

Mr. Dotan. When I came back to the office it was 10: 10 p. m., the 
doctor wasn’t there then, but arrived later and again seeing patients. 

Senator Dante... Did you see him that late at night? 

Mr. Dotan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. I believe the rest of it has been testified about. 
Thank you very much. 

The next witness is United States District Attorney Wilson White. 

Senator Weixker. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that 
you are about to give before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee in- 
vestigating narcotics will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wurre. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF W. WILSON WHITE, UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PA. 


Senator WeLxker. State your name, address, and profession ? 

Mr. Wuire. W. Wilson White, United States attorney for the 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, rather than of Philadelphia. 

Senator Dantex. Mr. White, before we go into this record on nar- 
cotics and start talking about them, I would like for this record to 
show if this is correct: Were you the prosecuting attorney of the 
nine Communists who were convicted here and will be sentenced next 
week ? 

Mr. Wuire. Yes, sir, I was; they will be sentenced on Monday. 

Senator Dantet. As members of the Internal Security Subcommit- 
tee, another subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee, I am sure we 
would like to pay our compliments to you for the work done in that 
case. And I am sure I speak for the chairman, who has been on that 
subcommittee much longer than I have. 

Senator We.xker. That was a job done well, and you will get noth- 
ing but abuse for doing that well, except from this committee and other 
Americans, too. 

Senator Danre.. Now, Mr. District Attorney, we have simply asked 
you to come before us to tell us any suggestions that you might have 
for this committee as to what Congress can do to help solve the 
narcotics problem. And of course, we would like for you to relate 
the cooperation that exists between your office and the district attor- 
ney’s office, between the Federal officials and the State and city officials 
insofar as your office is concerned. So, you may simply speak in your 
own way. 

Mr. Wurrte. I will be glad to do that, Senator Daniel. 

I did want to point out just a few particular law enforcement prob- 
lems, some of which your hearing has already pointed up, and in 
particular the problem of bail. I think that there is a glaring defect 
in our present judge-made law as to bail which has been brought to a 
highlight by what happened here yesterday. Now, under the Federal 
system, when we ask for bail for a judge or a United States commis- 
sioner, they are bound by the rule that the amount of bail is that which 
will assure the defendant’s presence in court to answer the charge. 
And that is the only test at the present time. 

Now, in connection with the Communist case of which you spoke a 
moment ago, Senator, I have been fighting for over a year and a half 
to have a different aspect brought into the amount of bail fixed. That 
is the risk to the public of leaving the defendant at large. It is a 
different thing for merely hitting his appearance. It is the harm he 
may cause while he is at liberty. And I can give you two glaring 
examples from my own Communist trial. 

I cite this in line with what happened here in connection with the 
narcotics case. When the defense was on in the Communist case, the 
name of a well-known Communist, Elizabeth Gurley Bentley, who had 
been convicted in New York, had been sentenced, but was out on bail 
pending the outcome of her appeal, was brought up. It was testi- 
tied by a Communist who was a defense witness that he had conferred 
at length with her, that she was helping to direct the defense, and 
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she had directed this witness to appear. She was continuing Commu- 
nist activities just as actively as before she was convicted. 

And, perhaps, even a more glaring case is the case of Dr. Blum- 
berg, now under indictment in this district for membership in the 
Communist Party. At his bail hearing, he announced openly that 
when his bail was allowed he was returning to New York to continue 
his duties as legislative director of the Communist Party. 

Now, in those cases, it was perfectly clear that their conspiracy and 
activity for which these men had been indicted, and for which they 
were later convicted, was being continued just as vigorously and ac- 
tively while they were on bail as if i hadn’t been charged at all. 

I think that aspect should be brought to the attention of the Con- 
gress of the United States. You had the very thing here yesterday, 
a narcotics peddler on bail, a reasonably high bail, it is true, but he 
went out and he sold some more. 

Now, if the Congress could amend the existing legislation or pass 
new legislation, I should say, to provide that in considering the bail the 
court or the commissioner should consider the risk to the public of 
leaving the defendant at large, as well as the element of assuring 
his appearance, I think we might make a great step forward. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. District Attorney, you agree with me, I as- 
sume, that dope peddling, the use of dope, is about like Communist 
conspiracy, both are dedicated to destroying our Government. 

Mr. Wuire. They are, and they are the type of viciousness which 
goes on day by day, and every day that more of that activity is carried 
on, there is more harm to our country and to our institutions. And I 
think the more we can confine it, once they have been charged, once 
cause has been shown, the closer we are getting to a solution. 

Senator WeLKER. We are certainly delighted to hear your views 
on this, Mr. District Attorney. I am sure Senator Daniel has had, 
and I know I have had myself, many cases where bail has been denied 
as a matter of law in murder cases, with no chance whatsoever for 
the defendant to be free on bail. I have had many of those cases 
personally where a man has settled his score; he is not mad at anyone; 
he has shot his opponent, or whatever has happened; he has killed 
the man he wanted to kill. He doesn’t want to ruin the Government 
of the United States or spread narcotics around to schoolchildren; that 
man isn’t permitted bail. But in the case of people like Gerhardt 
Kisler, he is permitted bail, and he jumps bail. And the dope ped- 
dlers jump their bail and go on to kill more people. 

Mr. Wuire. I think it is a complete anomaly, Senator, that we 
should recognize only in the homicide cases this principle of refusing 
bail, when the defendants in those cases are not likely to do any fur- 
ther harm. 

Senator Dantez. Mr. District Attorney, I would add this com- 
ment to what Senator Welker has said. You may not realize how 
closely entwined these two matters, Communist subversion and dope 
traffic, are before our Judiciary Committee. Actually, one of the 
things that caused the Senate to authorize this committee’s work was 
the evidence developed by our Internal Security Subcommittee, of 
which Senator Welker and I are both members, that Red China, Com- 
munist China, was knowingly backing the manufacture and export of 
heroin for the purpose of getting dollars in support of their program 
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within their own country and demoralizing the people of the free 
nations. 

Mr. Wuirte. I think the second point is undoubtedly as true as the 
money angle, Senator. 

Senator Dantex. And so that is one reason, I might say, that you 
have this first nationwide narcotics investigation in the history of our 
country. And I am glad to say that connected with our committee, 
we have Mr. Lee Speer, our chief investigator, who works over in the 
Far East, and has made part of the investigation which shows defi- 
nitely that Red China is using the United States as a target for this 
dope for the harm it will do us in a subversive way just as much as 
to make money. So I think the comparison you have made on these 
two problems is certainly significant. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. District Attorney, in conclusion, let me pay 
my respects to you for appearing here. 

Mr. Wurre. I had a few more points. 

Senator Wetxker. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Wutre. This was the one really closest to my heart, because 
of the experience I have had with Communists on bail. I hope they 
will be off bail soon. 

Senator Danret. You mean you hope they will be sent to prison 
soon? Is that what you mean by that? 

Mr. Wurrs. They will be sentenced, but there is a question that 
perhaps someone will allow them bail. I hope not. 

Senator Dantet. I see. 

Mr. Wurire. We have one other field in which we think legislation 
is required. Just before the January raids, which, as you have al- 
ready heard, were, I think, a weeteethy magnificent job of State and 
Federal cooperation, we received an opinion from our court of ap- 
peals which almost knocked us flat. In the first place, it was a pretty 
stiff one on entrapment, which Judge Carroll spoke of yesterday. 
That we could take. Secondly, there was a point tied in that case 
that makes it apparent that we cannot effectively convict a confederate 
in a narcotic sale. Hereisacase. I will just state it as briefly as I can. 

Senator DanteL. What is the citation of this case you are referring 
to? 

Mr. Wurre. The case is not yet in the official record, I don’t think. 
T have the opinion here. It is the United States of America v. Marie 
Moses, and it is No. 11,455 in the Court of Appeals for the Third Cir- 
cuit, opinion filed February 28 of this year. 

Senator Wetker. Did Judge Biggs concur in that? 

Mr. Wurre. Judge Biggs was on the panel, Judge Hastie wrote 
the opinion. 

Senator, I am not quite clear on the practice in courts of appeal 
where you have a panel of 3 out of all the judges, of 7. I believe 
the opinions are circulated, but perhaps not looked at so closely as if 
they are sitting on the panel themselves. That is a matter of judicial 
handling that I am not sure about. But the difficulty was this. And 
the case was quite a simple one. An undercover agent, in the matter 
of which you are so familiar, went to Marie Moses asking to make a 
buy. She said, “I haven’t got it, but I can get my supplier to get it 
for you.” And she made all the arrangements under which the under- 
cover agent finally did obtain a buy from Marie Moses’ supplier. She 
did not handle the money. She didn’t handle the bag. But we felt 
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that she was underwriting the transaction, and under section 2, title 
18, she had aided and abetted the commission of the crime. 

We got reversed after getting the conviction on the ground she was 
aiding and abetting the buyer, the undercover agent, but she was 
not aiding and abetting the seller. 

I think that is cutting it pretty fine. And if section 2, the aiding 
and abetting section, is to be construed that way, we would like some 
help. We would like it to read, “Whoever aids anyone involved in a 
terminal transaction is a principal. _ 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. District Attorney, I am sure Chairman 
Daniel and myself appreciate your observation. One of the things 
that you can do from this panel is to criticize a Federal judge. And 
] have been reluctant in their leveling down on them, although they 
weren't reluctant in their leveling down on me when I worked on the 
opposite side of the panel. But you have a strong point there, a 
very good point that really goes to the bottom of not only dope ped- 
dlers but any other crime that you solve by undercover agents. 

Mr. Wuire. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. I certainly appreciate on behalf of the committee 
your profound observations. 

Do you have something else ? 

Mr. Wurre. I was asked to comment generally on the Boggs Act, 
the mandatory sentencing provision. We think it is fine. It doesn’t 
in any respect impede enforcement as we see it. The sentences, of 
course, are not limited to the minimums. They are substantially 
higher than they were in the 3 years before the Boggs Act was passed. 
I have checked that. The act is yet flexible enough that in the face 
of first offenders, as you know, there may be probation; in the case 
of informers, who are necessarily involved, probation can be quietly 
granted, and we do not run into difficulties there. And yet even on a 
first offender there can be as much as a 15-year sentence, because we 
have a standard 3-count indictment in Federal prosecutions, as you 
know, the possession, the sale without stamps, and the sale w ithout 
order for it. It hasn’t prevented convictions, and I don’t even think 
it has cut down the pleas too much, because with the kind of enforce- 
ment agents we are getting these days, I am very glad to say that 
convictions are practically sure when the trial takes ‘place, unless we 
get into one of these legal traps of the kind I have spoken of. 

I think that covers in general what I wanted to remark on, unless 
the Senators have questions. 

Senator WeLker. That is very good. We appreciate your remarks. 

Now, do you wish to comment on wiretapping ? 

Mr. Wuire. Senator, will you excuse me on that. And I will say 
this for the record. In the last 2 years since I have been United States 
attorney here, I have had no knowledge of any Federal wiretapping at 
all. I believe that the enforcement agents who are working with us 
have had to leave it out because of our Federal rule on admissibility. 

Senator Weixer. That is because of the Federal Communications 
Act and not because of any law of the Nation. The Supreme Court has 
ruled that it is competent evidence, but it has also ruled that because 
of the FCC provision it cannot be admitted. 

Mr. Wuire. Yes. And I am not qualified to say the extent to which 
we would be aided by it, because we plain haven’t had it. 
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Senator Weixer. Well, I can say to you, Mr. District Attorney, 
that I have defended many people with crime, but yet in the last ses- 
sion of the Senate when I tried to have wiretapping legislation which 
would permit you on the order of the Attorney General to use valuable 
evidence which would protect us against certain forms of crimes, and 
those forms of crimes which destroy the country and destroy the indi- 
vidual, nothing did I get but abuse from those fair-haired men who 
thought we were destroying civil liberties, while the crimes we are 
trying to oppose would be those which are trying to destroy the 
Nation, or crimes such as kidnaping, dope, and the like. 

I know it was unfair to ask you about wiretapping because of the 
rule you have to work under. I hope that Congress will sometime alert 
itself to the very obvious fact that a police officer certainly cannot work 
in these type of cases until they are granted that right. 

Mr. Wuire. I would like to say one thing in line with that, Senator 
Welker. You and Senator Daniel both know the attacks that are made 
on our undercover witnesses in the Communist trials, in the Smith Act 
prosecutions. Could we confirm their testimony with wiretap evidence 
at some of the meetings which they attend, it would be invaluable un- 
questionably. 

Senator WELKER. I am glad to hear you say that, Mr. District At- 
torney. I agree with you 1,000 percent. 

Do you have any other suggestions? 

Mr. Wuirr. I have nothing, sir. 

Senator WeLKErR. Senator Daniel? 

Senator Danret. Mr. District Attorney, after you have had a 
chance to check into the wiretapping business further to see whether 
or not you might express a personal opinion or an official opinion, I 
am sure the committee wend like to have that, and any other sugges- 
tions you may have you can send them in to us in writing, and we 
will be very glad to have them. We still have the bill to permit wire- 
tapping, at least in subversive cases, in our committee again this 
session, and the Attorney General has recommended it. I may say to 
you that the head of the Criminal Division of the Attorney General’s 
Office, in appearing before us the other day, as his personal recom- 
mendation—not official, because it hadn’t been cleared yet—thought 
that that bill should also apply to narcotics cases. So it may be a live 
issue. And when you feel like you can express an opinion we would 
appreciate your sending it to us. 

Mr. Wuite. I am very appreciative of that. 

Senator Danret. I suppose you affirm the close cooperation that 
has been testified to here betwen your office and the city officials, and 
especially District Attorney Sam Dash. 

Mr. Wurrr. I do, indeed, Senator. Sam came down early in the 
case when this raid had just occurred. And as lawyers, you both 
know there is a great deal of cooperation and coordination that must 
be worked out. There were common witnesses, there were arraign- 
ments here and arraignments there, a matter of custody of prisoners, 
trial dates. And what we tried to do was regardless of whose prisoners 
they were to have those people tried down the line as fast as they 
could be. And I think it worked out beautifully. 

Senator Dantet. I think it is a good situation. And, of course, it 
does not exist everywhere. 

Mr. Wuite. I so understand. 
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Senator Wetxer. Mr. District Attorney, I want to make this closing 
observation, that I hope you and the other prosecuting officers, enforce- 
ment officers and investigators, will leave this room with this thought 
primarily in your minds, that the narcotics peddler’s head is going 
to fall from this time hence, that you have the backing of the Senate 
of the United States in the form of the committee that you are now 
appearing before, and we will be delighted to think that we had some 
little part in yours and the other boys’ announcement to the city of 
Philadelphia and the State of Pennsylvania, “This is the end.” Thank 
you, Mr. White. 

Mr. Wurre. Thank you. 

Senator Werker. Mr. Rothbardt. 


TESTIMONY OF GABRIEL ROTHBARDT, INVESTIGATOR, NARCOTICS 
DIVISION OF THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA—Resumed 


(Having been previously duly sworn by Senator Daniel.) 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Rothbardt, you are the investigator for the 
narcotics division of the State of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Rornparpr. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKER. Now, you were very gracious to appear before 
us yesterday and give us a brief outline because we substituted an- 
other witness for you. You came here at your own personal loss to 
help the city. Now, Mr. Rothbardt, will you just continue to testify ? 

Mr. Roruearpr. I don’t mind waiting here, and I don’t mind the 
time I spend, because I learned a lot here in these 2 days. 

Senator Weiker. Thank you. 

Mr. Rorusgarpr. I will try briefly to give you my experience in 14 
years, which I think will have some effect on the future improvement 
in laws with respect to narcotics. 

For the last 14 years I was verbally assigned to work with the 
Narcotics Bureau, that is, I was one of the men I can truthfully say 
spent 80 percent of my working time with the Federal Narcotics 
Bureau. The State of Pennsylvania, as far as I am concerned, we 
always gave 100 percent to the Federal Narcotics Bureau of my efforts. 
And I, too, learned an awful lot from Mr. Bransky the last 7 or 8 
years that he has had charge of the Federal Narcotics Bureau. 

My experience is, as I said yesterday, mainly, with registrants, as 
they call them in the sense of the Narcotics Bureau, that is, doctors, 
druggists, nurses, some hospital workers. 

Senator Welker, like you, I lose many nights sleep during my work. 
It is a very dreadful situation, this narcotics business, and I really 
feel that some improvement could be made and should be made. 

I cannot help at this point rendering thanks to the Federal Nar- 
cotics Bureau of Philadelphia, especially to Mr. Bransky and his 
staff, and also to the city of Philadelphia, for the excellent work 
that they did recently. 

I will say this, that if Mr. Bransky had not had the assistance of 
the city police in quite a bit of his work, I am sure he would no: have 
been as successful as he has been, because he is very shorthanded in 
this work. In my opinion, I think we can use twice or three times 
as Many men as he has today. 

68489—56—pt. 2—13 
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Now, to begin with, I feel that it is very imperative that the nar- 
cotics user, the nacotics seller and user, and the narcotics seller, 
himself, should be classified in three different categories, if it can so be 
done by Congress, for the reason that the seller does it in a cold- 
blooded manner, and when he starts to do it, he knows he wants to 
do it. 

I have heard a lot of talk about bail here. I don’t know anything 
about the legal aspects of it, but my suggestion would be that a man 
who sells narcotics should never be permitted any bail, the same as a 
murderer who kills someone has a hard job to get bail and be tried. 

Senator Wetxer. It wouldn’t take you very long to arrive at the 
conclusion that a narcotics peddler is worse than a murderer, he is 
killing whole families, while a murderer usually kills only one 
person. 

Mr. Rornearpr. That is right. T will a little later refer to a case 
that I closed last week in the State court. This also has a great 
bearing on what 1 am going to say. And now, I will say for the seller 
and user, the one who sells and uses also, naturally he does it at times 
because he has become addicted to the habit, and he must have money 
to buy his drugs, and so he resorts to both selling and using. 

The one that is in the third class, the user 

Senator Dante. I didn’t quite catch that. 

Md. Roruearpr. I said the seller and user, the man that both sells 
and uses, naturally he must get his drugs 

Senator WeLker. He has some sort of excuse, is that what you are 
saying ¢ 

Mr. Rorupnarpr. IT am not offering it as an excuse; he should also 
be punished, but he should be in a different category, because he does 
not commite such a crime as the one that sells directly. 

Mr. Gasque. His crime is infinitely worse, in that the commercial 
peddles might go out of business, but the addict peddler will do any- 
thing, he will commit any crime, in order to get his drugs. 

Mr. Rornparpr. Right. 

Mr. Gasover. So he 1s infinitely worse. 

Mr. Rornearpr. That is right. 

I think the public at large does not know and understand the effect 
of withdrawal on the system of a narcotics addict. I think Mr. 
Bransky knows it and the police officers know it. For a man to go 
through this withdrawal process of not using drugs, it is worse than 
murder on him. 

Now, coming back to the third category, the user, I feel the State of 
Pennsylvania should have some place like a hospital where a user 
could go before his case comes up in court. And if the judge decides 
to punish that narcotic user and impose a suspended sentence on him, 
there should be a place where he can be sent, some State institution 
foracure. And that is very important. 

I know that the State of Pennsylvania has recently allocated $500,000 
for the cure of alcoholism, but I don’t know of a cent that was ever 
allocated to such a problem as narcotics where it is so dreadful. 

Mr. Gasqure. They have allocated, I believe, certain sums to set up 
very slight wards in some of the mental hospitals. 

Mr. Rornsarpr. I don’t know of any, and I am working in that 
department. 











ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 527 


Now, we had the case of a certain doctor, and as I said before, | 
won't take too much of your time, but try to tell you as briefly as I 
can what I have in mind. I learned yesterday that only 30 percent 
of those arrested were actually users, and the others were sellers. I 
am sure that among those 30 percent there might be a few—there were 
a few—that if they had known there was a certain place where they 
could be sent for a cure they would have voluntarily submitted them- 
selves to the authority of the Federal Narcotics Bureau, because | am 
sure they would like to be cured. And they would ask to be sent there, 
at least take a try at it and see whether they can be cured. 

Mr. Gasqur. Mr. Rothbardt, my reference a while ago was made 
to State laws relating to the treatment of drug addiction in April 
1953. I will have the citations for the record here. ‘This law permits 
the State of Pennsylvania to arrest and hold addicts and send them 
to mental institutions or to other State institutions for treatment. 

Mr. Rorngarpr. That is right. 

Mr. Gasque. In order that we may proceed, because we are limited 
in time, and I have other witnesses, I would appreciate it if you would 
respond to some of our questions, and maybe in that way we could 
expedite it. 

To the best of your knowledge, does the State of Pennsylvania have 
any enforcement officers who are assigned the job of limiting or decreas- 
ing narcotic traffic and addiction ¢ 

Mr. Roruparpr. Yes. We had 16 in our bureau, and as I stated 
yesterday, we have 8. 

Mr. Gasque. Your bureau is for the purpose of policing the legiti- 
mate trade, that is, the narcotics registrants, such as drugstores 
and 

Mr. Roruparpr. Not exactly that. Our bureau has practically the 
same function as the Federal Narcotics Bureau. It is almost the same 
thing, and Mr. Bransky will bear me out in that. 

Mr. Gasque. Mr. Bransky, has your relationship been on the en- 
forcement. of narcotics violations or the policing of narcotics regis- 
trants? 

Mr. Bransky. It has been both aspects. And particularly here in 
Philadelphia, Mr. Rothbardt has been very active. And throughout 
the State, outside of Pittsburgh and perhaps Philadelphia, it has 
been confined, that is, the State activities as far as we were concerned, 
a great deal to registrants, that is, the physicians, people that sell or 
dispense or possess drugs legitimately, that is, the registrants. But 
in the large urban centers the State narcotics officers have cooperated 
With us as a unit, both as to the registrants and the illicit traffic. 

Senator WELKER. Counsel, let me call your attention to this fact: 
You know the train time and you know how many witnesses. It looks 
to me like we are going to have to bring this committee back to Phila- 
delphia. And these two gentlemen have been two of the leaders, the 
bulwarks that we are so proud of. And I am wondering if you can 
limit your questions to the very important facts that we haven’t had 
brought out by other witnesses. 

Mr. Rornearpt. Senator, would you permit me to relate the story 
of this doctor, and I will be through ? . 

Senator WevkeEr. I will be delighted to. I hope you appreciate 
that we have a time problem. 
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Mr. Rorusarpt. I want to relate my impression, and then I am 
through. 

Mr. Wevker. I hope the next time we bring the committee back 
we will have more time. 

Mr. Rornearpt. This is a case which occurred in Conshohocken, Pa., 
about 2 weeks ago. A doctor was addicted himself and he was writing 
prescriptions and sending someone to a drugstore and having them 
filled and using all the drugs himself. The doctor wrote as high as 
60 prescriptions a month, which amounts to 15 grains of morphine, 
which he consumed himself. 

When I visited the doctor, he used the name of his patients on those 
prescriptions. I approached him in this way: I said, “Doctor, would 
you rather have me embarrass you by going to visit all these people 
and ask them did you prescribe the drugs for them, did they receive 
those drugs, or would you rather tell me the truth?” 

The doctor told me he was addicted and voluntarily surrendered 
himself and surrendered his license and promised to enter an institu- 
tion. For several days I placed him in the care of another doctor, 
and he promised to send him to an institution. My chief tried to get 
him into Lexington, but the answer was there was no room for him, 
the institution was overcrowded. And he agreed to go to a private 
institution. And he found that the expenses were as much as $100 
a week, and he could not enter that institution. 

Then he wrote me that he would enter the Norristown Hospital 
and be there for some time, but they wouldn’t accept him unless he 
was legally committed or would sign up to be there a year. 

Then I found out that he started out to write prescriptions again, 
and I handled him by process of law. I took him before the magis- 
trate. I had a talk with the judge that tried the case a week ago, 
and it was agreed that the judge would sentence him to 5 years, sus- 
pended sentence and commit him to a State hospital for a year, hoping 
that that year would cure him. 

That is all I have to say, Senator. 

Senator Wetker. Is that a mental hospital ? 

Mr. Rornugarpr. I don’t know exactly which one he was committed 
to. He was to be sent either to Norristown as a mental case or to 
Allentown. 

Senator WELKER. In my State, we have been committing alcoholics 
and drug addicts to our mental institutions. It has been a miserable 
failure. I think Commissioner Anslinger told us in Washington, 
when he was appearing before the committee, that it had been a fail- 
ure throughout the Nation. 

I appreciate your appearing, and I hope you will come back before 
the committee when we come back again. 

Mr. Roruparpr. Thank you. 


_Senator Werker. Randolph E. Wise, welfare commissioner of the 
city of Philadelphia. 


TESTIMONY OF RANDOLPH E. WISE, WELFARE COMMISSIONER, 
CITY OF PHILADELPHIA 


(Having been duly sworn by Senator Daniel.) 


Senator WeLker. Your name is Randolph E. Wise; you are welfare 
commissioner of the city of Philadelphia. 
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Mr. Wise. That is right, sir. 

Senator Wetker. How long have you been so engaged ¢ 

Mr. Wise. Since January 1952, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Weiker. And what institutions do you have under your 
supervision and control ¢ 

Mr. Wise. Those associated with our department are the three city 


penal institutions, Moyamensing, the House of Correction, and 
Holmesburg. 


Mr. Gasquet. I believe Holmesburg may be the third largest city 
prison in the United States. 

Mr. Wise. It could very well be, sir. I know it is the 18th largest 
penal institution in the country, it is very sizable, of course. 

Mr. Gasque. How many convicts will your prisons hold, and what 
is the residence there now? 

Mr. Wise. Mr. Counsel, if I may deviate from my answering that 
question directly, I do have a statement. That statement contains 
certain statistics that I think will be of significance to this hearing. 

Senator WELKER. Then we will incorporate that in the record, your 
statement, for the purpose of getting these statistics, and let you com- 
ment in any way you desire. 


(The prepared statement of Mr. Wise is as follows:) 


Your committee, Mr. Chairman, has heard testimony thus far what this city 
is doing in its efforts to curb the illicit traffic of narcotics. The testimony of 
Commissioner Gibbons, Mr. Bransky, Mr. McDermott, and other law-enforcement 
officers proves conclusively, I believe, that there is a concerted effort on the part 
of these enforcement agencies to curb and eliminate the instances of illegal use 
of narcotics. I think their testimony has proven dramatically that these agen- 
cies have employed distinctive and effective techniques in ferreting out sources 
of illegal narcotic supply and have brought to justice those responsible for having 
any part in this insidious crime against human decency and dignity. 

Our district attorney, Mr. Dash, has acquainted you with the activities of the 
district attorney’s office in bringing the guilty to speedy trial. I am sure you 
are impressed with the number of indictments grand juries have returned and 
the speed with which these indictments have been prosecuted. Such a combina- 
tion of apprehension and prosecution proves abundantly the determination of 
Philadelphia to rout out those who have part in this heinous offense. You have 
been advised, also, as to the most important role played by our judiciary. Judge 
Carroll has informed this committee of the deep concern our courts have with 
this problem and of their availability, interest, and desire to bring the accused to 
trial. When one considers the widespread incidence of narcotics violations 
throughout the country, he must be impressed with the diligence of enforcement 
and prosecution as witnessed here in Philadelphia. The prosecution and ulti- 
mate disposition of these cases is accomplished not only with speed but with 
every safeguard for individual rights and with every protection that society and 
the law demands be afforded defendants. 

If it please your committee, I would like to make reference to what happens 
to that individual after he has been apprehended, indicted, prosecuted, and sen- 
tenced and I would like to limit my remarks primarily to the addict because it 
is with this kind of offender that the department I represent has the greatest 
amount of experience. The large operator and pusher in the main is committed 
to a State penitentiary over which the local welfare department has no control. 
For the most part the institutions associated with our department receive the 
narcotic addict. It is about him I would like to address myself. 

Philadelphia has three penal institutions—Moyamensing, Holmesburg, and the 
house of correction. The combined population is slightly in excess of 3,100. On 
any one day we will have some 387 inmates involved in narcotics offenses within 
our penal institutions. On June 10 this year we have 3,129 inmates within our 
3 penal institutions. Of that number 387 were confined for reasons of narcotics; 
25 (22 male and 3 female) were untried or unsentenced. Of the 362 remaining 
84 were sentenced solely for the “sale of drugs” while the balance were in prison 
for the use and/or sale and possession of drugs. Slightly better than 50 percent 
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of all these offenders have been in our institutions previously for similar offenses. 
Practically all (97 percent) of these inmates were committed by the quarter 
sessions court. The treatment program to which the addict is exposed is rather 
modest and does not provide the application of disciplines which very possibly 
can be helpful in the ultimate rehabilitation of this kind of offender. We in the 
welfare department are very conscious of this limitation. Yet we are conscious 
of the fact also that we are doing no less and perhaps much more than most cities 
of comparable industrial size to Philadelphia are doing with this same type of 
inmate. We feel that there is more to be done and we are most anxious to do 
more to assure so far as possible the successful reform of these individuals. 
Whatever we accomplish in this regard remains to be achieved through our own 
efforts because there is very little experience elsewhere throughout the country 
to which we can turn for stimulation and for example which would result in a 
more productive method of treating the narcotics user in Philadelphia. 

We have a long way to go but in the 3 years past we have had a long way to 
come. Believe it or not we have first had to make certain that the very drugs 
which caused that individual’s commitment to the institution were not avail- 
able to him once he arrived there. One of our early discoveries was that at one 
time drugs were available to the addicts who were confined in the penal in- 
stitutions. With the help of the police department and the district attorney’s 
office, the welfare department was able to crack down on the illicit traffie of 
drugs within our penal institutions. For sometime we had entertained sus- 
picions that drugs were being admitted to the institutions but encountered 
difficulty in providing substance to our suspicions. By the most painstaking 
methods we observed conditions at the institution until such time as we felt 
we were able to move in and move in we did. Not only were we successful in 
apprehending those individuals found positively under the influence of drugs but 
also, we were able to apprehend the culprit, an employee on our staff, who was 
introducing the contraband drugs into the institution. That individual has 
since been prosecuted and sentenced for what I consider the most dastardly 
of crimes. Appropriate checks have been installed in all three institutions so 
that today the drug user has no unauthorized access to drugs while in confinement. 

Today, when the addict is received as a sentenced prisoner in any one of our 
three institutions, he undergoes a period of quarantine wherein a complete 
medical and social history is developed to give the authorities at the institutions 
as clear a picture as possible as to the type of individual they are dealing 
with. Treatment, in the main, involves withdrawal from the drug with standard 
sedation being administered by the medical staffs of the prison, when indicated. 
Insofar as Holmesburg and the house of correction institutions are concerned 
there are rarely any indications of withdrawal symptoms since they are re- 
ceived there several days or weeks following separation from the use of drugs. 
It is possible that some cases require sedation but these are individually cared 
for by the staff doctors. 

The “cold turkey” treatment, once the only cure offered is not longer tolerated. 
This in itself is a simple procedure, not too extraordinary in this day of improved 
penal administration but unfortunately is not sufficient. 

Philadelphia prisons like ever so many throughout the country shows a well 
of material that has never been tapped and hopefully might disclose certain 
answers to the problem of drug addiction. If fortune permits, our department 
is determined to pursue this objective and if it is successful, I am sure it will 
assume the leadership in this kind of research and initiative to resolve a per- 
plexing social problem. 

But regardless of how skilled and how effective our program within the prison 
walls may now be or may possibly be in the future, such efforts will be all for 
naught if we have no system of followup to assure that the good work initiated 
ean be sustained and related to the individual’s community setting so as to pro- 
hibit his reverting back to the pattern of behavior which hithertofore has 
meant for him commitment to prison. As I see it we have two enormous gaps 
in our correctional picture here in Philadelphia and unfortunately Philadelphia 
does not stand alone. The one is some kind of social service at the level of 
minor judiciary. Most of the offenders we are talking about have their first 
experience with the courts before our magistrates. Our magistrates have little 
in the way of resources to call upon if they are confronted daily with the many 
complex and puzzling social problems that appear before them. I cannot help 
but feel that were these courts to have available to them effective and sound 
probation services that many of the habitual offenders we encounter in our 
prisons today would have been salvaged long since. Picture if you will the 
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incipient drug addict, probably all mixed up in his thinking, floundering in 
his attempts to seek satisfaction, cast aside by those who could serve as his 
greatest strengths, appearing before the court for the first time. If intelligent 
social services were available to that individual at that time, there is a very 
strong possibility that with that kind of help he could be sraightened out in 
his thinking, he could be rerouted along more satisfying and productive lines, 
his basic problems could be revealed and something done about solving them and 
he probably could be saved from the continuance of addiction. 

But such modern services are not now available to the magistrates courts and 
consequently that individual is committed with all other addicts to a penal 
institution, becomes a kindred spirit among more persistent drug violators. And 
thus the merry-go-round begins and that individual’s future becomes a repeti- 
tion of appearances in and out of court and in and out of penal institutions. 
What a tremendous waste of manpower and what a terrific financial burden on 
the community. 

The other gap is followup. Today the vast majority of drug addicts complete 
their sentences, are released entirely on their own to seek immediate solace in 
drugs and companionship among addicts. The good attempts that were initiated 
while he was in prison to effect his ultimate rehabilitation just hang in abeyance. 
Whatever good intentions, whatever noble inspiration he may have derived 
during this period hangs in the balance as he sheds the productive climate of 
a penal institution to assume his role in society, unsupervised, unchecked, and un- 
directed. The law of least resistance is invoked at this point and naturally he 
seeks earlier companions, earlier habits, and earlier escapes from the rigors 
of life. Again, what a waste of manpower and what a tremendous public 
expense. 

In conjunction with our city’s health department we hope to move toward more 
realistic goals in this area. Today it is not known how many addicts there are 
in Philadelphia. With the creation of a central registry we believe that we could 
arrive at a fairly accurate estimate as to the numbers involved. Having estab- 
lished this information we would be in a much better position to determine what 
is most needed to extend the periods between lapses. 

To say we would look for means of complete recovery would be naive and 
much too ambitious. Having acquired this kind of information we would hope 
then to be able to proect more definitive programs of rehabilitation for those 
addicted to drugs. This is an enormous problem to communities such as Phila- 
delphia. Much information is needed—information as to the kinds of services 
and facilities that are necessary to control addiction and to rehabilitate the 
addict. In this respect I believe the Federal and/or State governments should 
come to the aid of localities with recommendations as to how the problem can 
best be met and with funds to see that these recommendations are implemented 
adequately. Especially is financial assistance necessary if recommendations 
involve substantial expenditures in terms of new facilities and expanded services. 

Your committee undoubtedly will receive recommendations as to needed legis- 
lation. I urge the committee to weigh cautiously such proposals. Unduly severe 
statutes will not eliminate the problem of addiction. That goal can be attained 
only by positive measures. The kind of legislation that calls for severe penalties 
preclude the possibility of reconstruction. I don’t think any one of us can write 
off here and now the potential that may be lying dormant within any man. 
I mean such laws as to preclude a man from parole consideration, excessively long 
minimum sentences, mandatory increases in sentences with each new offense. 
Let’s find out what kind of person the addict is before we isolate him completely 


from society. 

Mr. Wise. Mr. Chairman, I would be less than decent if I were to 
say anything without first expressing my admiration of the excellent 
enforcement and the prosecution and the judicial activity in this com- 
munity so far as this problem is concerned. 

I am a social worker, primarily and essentially. But the bulk of 
my experience has been closely associated with police work. It was 
my pleasure to know and to work very closely with Mr. Bransky when 
I first came to this district, at which time I was an official of this court. 
So I am deeply appreciative of the problems that the enforcement 
agencies encounter, and I do want to express my admiration for the 
splendid job they are doing. 
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But, in the main, up to this point, Mr. Chairman, this committee 
has heard what has been done largely—largely what is being done to 
apprehend the addict and the purchaser, what is being done to prose- 
cute him, and what is being done in the way of sentence. Very little 
has been related thus far as to what happens to that individual after 
he is in a penal institution. 

It is to that aspect of this process that I would like to address 
myself. 

The three institutions over which our department has some juris- 
diction have a combined population in excess of 3,100 inmates. 1 may 
qualify or describe each a little bit. Moyamensing is largely a deten- 
tion facility. We have a population there that hovers around 1,500, 
and about two-thirds of that population are untried. 

The House of Correction is an institution largely receiving misde- 
meanor types of offenders, but drug addicts also. 

In Holmesburg is the maximum security institution—perhaps dis- 
tinguished, among other things, because it is the institution from 
which Willie Sutton escaped. 

On June 10 of this year we had 387 inmates who were in our insti- 
tutions for the use of drugs, or some activity in relation to drugs. Of 
that number, 84 were committed exclusively for the sale of drugs. 
The balance represented charges from the general heading of drugs 
down through the use of drugs, selling of drugs, possession of drugs, 
sale of drugs, and so forth. 

The sentences imposed on these individuals in each institution, very 
briefly, represent a minimum from 3 months and a fine to a maximum 
of 17 to 35 years. The average sentence at Holmesburg is 18 months; 
the average sentence at Moyamensing is a year; the average sentence 
at the House of Correction is a year. 

I must say that the notorious purchaser and big operator seldom 
comes to our local institutions. In the main he is committed to the 
State penitentiary over which our department has no control. 

We assumed responsibility for one of these institutions in 1952— 
that is, the House of Correction—and the other two institutions— 
Moyamensing and Holmesburg—by an act of the city council late in 
1953. 

Our efforts and thinking were directed toward something more pro- 
ductive for the addict and for all the inmates housed within those 
walls. But, first of all, we came to the horrible realization that we had 
to make absolutely certain that the drugs for which they were con- 
victed and committed were not available to them while they were 
undergoing sentence, and, shocking as it seems, that was one of the 
very serious realities we had come face to face with. 

Senator Wetkrr. How did they get it? 

Mr. Wise. If I may elaborate a little bit on what Lieutenant Dris- 
coll related yesterday, sir, we suspected that drugs were getting into 
the House of Correction. I am talking only about the House of 
Correction now. 

The exact population of the House of Correction is—it hovers from 
40 to 70 inmates. We had one of our guards, a new guard by the name 
of Alexander, approached by an inmate. He reported it immediately 
outside to us. I turned to the police department, to Commissioner 
Gibbons, who assigned Lieutenant Driscoll to this investigation. And 
the guard was encouraged to play along with these individuals who 
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approached him. He went to the cell block and began crying the 
blues how difficult it is to purchase a home and raise a family of three 
children on the rather moderate salary he got. And he was informed 
that there was money to be made around there. And he inquired how. 

The first result was that he was given two envelopes, one contain- 
ing instructions as to where he was to go and what number he was to 
telephone, the second had a sum of money to be used for the purchase 
of drugs from the seller. 

With that information a liaison was set up immediately with the 
police department. Each time he was a satcnchal he went to the police 
department. And the necessary yonuiding of the evidence was made, 
and he was allowed to continue the transaction. 

This carried on for about 6 weeks. Lieutenant Driscoll finally 
informed me that they had got everything that this deal had to offer, 
and that we should close in. 

In doing that we instructed our warden at the institution to run 
a TV program in the rotunda where large numbers of inmates could 
congregate that evening. And that program was to terminate at 
5 p. m. 

We called all guards who were not on duty to the warden’s office, 
which was removed from the prison proper. We brought a doctor 
from one of our other institutions, we brought along a police ser- 
geant. We briefed these guards as to what they were to do. And, 
briefly, they were to grab the known addicts as soon as the TV pro- 
gram terminated, bring them immediately to sick bay, and there an- 
other squad of guards was to conduct a mass shakedown of the cell 
blocks. 

These inmates were so rounded up after the TV program. Two 
were brought in at a time. They were stripped entirely. Each was 
examined, and while he was being examined guards went through his 
effects. 

While that was going on the lieutenant reported that 7 were found 
to be positively under the influence, and about another 10 were sus- 
pected to be under the influence of drugs. 

While that was going on the guards were conducting this shake- 
down. And they came up with an abundance of contraband. And I 
think it would be of interest to your committee to know how many of 
these homemade needles were discovered, and how readily accessible 
these things are. They are made out of an ordinary eye dropper. 
And certainly there were more of those being used than the ordinary 
drug needle. 

Along with that we found a supply of nutmeg. And it was a sur- 
prise to me that nutmeg offered any kind of a kick at all. But they 
say it does. The dosage as prescribed to us is to take an ordinary 
penny matchbox that contained wet matches, fill that with nutmeg, 
_— it in a hot cup of water, and then gulp it down. And 3 or 4 
iours later they are supposed to get a jolt. It was practiced, but I 
am still of the opinion that it was more of a psychological jolt than 
physical. 

While that shakedown was going on Lieutenant Driscoll and his 
men raided the home of the seller and arrested him, and also appre- 
hended a woman who was smuggling money into the institution with 
which these inmates made their purchases. That is in one institution. 
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At Holmesburg—shortly after we assumed jurisdiction of that 
institution, I received word late one afternoon that some stuff was 
going in through the mails. And that is the only information | 
received. We went up there immediately. And our handle of mail 
in the institution—mail received today is retained overnight by a 
guard who comes on duty at 4 or 5 o’clock. He does the censoring. 
After it has been censored it is retained and distributed the fol- 
lowing day. 

That evening we grabbed all the mail that came in that day, and 
going through it we discovered two typical birthday cards in en- 
velopes, rather sizable envelopes. But the mucilage in each was 
distinctly different from the mucilage being used in the ordinary 
correspondence. It looked peculiar, but at least it aroused our sus- 
picion enough to investigate it. It was addressed to an inmate—as 
a matter of fact, this was dated January 25, it was a birthday card— 
we looked up this inmate’s record and discovered that his birthday 
was August 25. So we seized that correspondence, had it analyzed, 
and discovered that it contained no less than one-eighth of an ounce 
of heroin. And we learned later that it was applied by what they call 
a skin rub. They take this mucilage and rub it into the buttock 
and presumably it has the same effect as if the drug were administered 
otherwise. 

Senator We.LKeEr. I have been very cruel with you, but I think the 
man I have been most cruel to is our very efficient and hardworking 
reporter. 

If you can soon conclude your testimony we will go ahead, but I 
just happened to think how cruel I was in making this young man 
work. Slavery was abolished a long time ago. In Washington we 
have relief reporters coming in. Do you suppose that you can con- 
clude so that you can go out to the golf course—where I would like 
to be—or would you like to continue after taking a break? 

Mr. Gasque. Incidentally, Commissioner, it is the general practice 
of the subecommittee—and I am sure that Senator Welker is thinking 
of that—that the entire statement submitted be included in the 
record. 

Mr. Wise. Yes, sir. If it please the chairman, I have two remain- 
ing points to make. One is as to what we are going presently, and 
then something in the form of recommendations. 

I won’t disabuse the committee of the idea that this practice in our 
prisons is tolerated. I would like to say that what we have done is 
having a tremendous effect. We first had to rout out this nonsense 
of illicit narcotics entering the institution. I think we have done 
that—I don’t think anyone could say positively that it is a fact, but 
we believe we have. 

For the first time we have inaugurated a classification system in 
our prisons. Classification is a representation of all skills needed 
to deal with this kind of problem—medical, social work, industrial, 
custodial. An dall of those people represented on our staff meet to 
evaluate each and every individual who is committed to the institution, 
whether he be an addict or some other kind of offender. So that his 
experience thereafter is not part of just a mass, thoughtless type of 
treatment, but whatever they have in the institution is slanted oward 
the ultimate successful rehabilitation. That is what we are doing 
with the drug addict. 
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We feel that we are offering a diversity of programs that is con- 
sistent with any past potential he might have had and what hope 
“~~ may be for his leading a more positive kind of existence when 
he leaves. 

Senator WeLxker. I am glad to hear that last statement. I don’t 
think such a thing is going to be permitted to exist. Now, with the 
skill that we have at our command today, yes, sir, they are now 
destitute and have little hope; they are going to have a better chance. 

Mr. Wise. They all come out, Mr. Chairman. They have no sen- 
tence which I know of which assures their expiring within the penal 
institution. It is in our interest and the interest of the entire com- 
munity that they come out the better. 

Senator WeLKer. Because we haven't given the right appreciation 
to those unfortunate individuals and they have paid this penalty— 
but that is a subject we will take up at some different time because it 
involves most every aspect. 

Mr. Wiser. I will be very glad to hear it in that in a prior position 
that I had I had occasion to work rather closely with paroling authori- 
ties throughout the country, and it was always a pleasure for me to 
visit the State of Idaho and to work with Mr. Herman and his good 
associates there. 

When this inmate arrives, he is placed on what we call quarantine, 
removed from the general population while these many tests are being 
undergone. W hen the results of these tests come back, when this 
complete social history is cataloged, then this classification commit- 
tee determines this individual’s future on the basis of that informa- 
tion. 

I would like to add that we have discouraged and dispensed com- 
pletely with the cold-turkey type of treatment. 

Senator WeLKeER. I saw that in your statement. 

Mr. Wise. If a certain individual in the throes of withdrawal comes 
to us, he is under medical supervision, and medical opinion is obtained 
us to how he should be treated. 

We feel, Mr. Chairman, that we are not doing less, and perhaps a 
little more, than other communities of comparable size to Philadel- 
phia so far as this particular type of violator is concerned. We feel, 
frankly, that our effort is quite modest. We believe that there is 
much more to be done, and I think it behooves many of us to become 
a little reckless—let’s do a little experimentation, let’s depart from 
the hysteria type, and let’s see if we can’t come upon something. 

And in the way of recommendations, Mr. Chairman, I but urge most 
strongly that if it is possible for the Government to provide the stimu- 
lation and to take the lead in devising good, effective research pro- 
grams, it would be to the everlasting benefit of communities such as 
Philadelphia. 

Senator WELKER. I can answer that by saying that Senator Daniel 
and I would like to be at home with our loved ones—and mine are a 
long way from here, out West ; Senator Daniel has an ill boy—but we 
are glad to be here to give you some inspiration if we can. We under- 
stand your problem and we hope we can be of some assistance to you. 
Many times you wonder what we are doing in Washington that we 
haven’t taken an interest. Senator Daniel and I could spend our 
time on other committees, but we felt that this was the most impor- 
tant committee that we would ever be assigned to. 
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Mr. Wise. I am delighted that you have attached such great im- 
portance to this work, Mr. Chairman. 

In the interest of expediting the balance of my testimony, I would 
like to say that one of the most serious gaps, we feel, is the lack of 
followup. We do not have such a service now. I think something in 
the way of good, effective parole, or the application of social services 
at this point, is extremely important to assist the individual to bridge 
the gap between his institutional experience and his return to normal 
living, and likewise while he is incarcerated and during that period 
of parole, if that is what it may be, to relate his problem to the 
family, and to relate from his problem to him, to do everything pos- 
sible to bring that offender and his family back together as a normal, 
strong family unit, because if there is to be strength in this country 
that strength is to be found in the family unit. And I can’t overstress 
that. 

If it is the finding of your committee, Mr. Chairman, that some- 
thing has to be done more definitely in the way of institutional train- 
ing, L think ultimately the actual treatment of the addict is going to 
involve both a health and wealth type of cooperative enterprise, that 
once he is first received he becomes essentially a health problem, that 
one of the factors releasing him depends more on a social work prob- 
lem. And I think that the two jointly can develop a program 
appropriate for his successful rehabilitation. 

Thank you for the privilege of appearing before the committee, 
Mr. Chairman. I am, indeed, ote, 

Senator Werxer. Thank you, Mr. Wise. It has been a great priv- 
ilege to have you. 

We will suspend for a while. 

(Whereupon, at 1: 15 p. m., a recess was taken.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Danrev. The meeting will come to order. 
The next witness will be Mr. Joseph M. Bransky, District Super- 
visor, Bureau of Narcotics, United States Treasury Department. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH M. BRANSKY—Resumed 


(Having been previously sworn by Senator Daniel.) 
Senator Weixer. You have heretofore been sworn, Mr. Bransky ? 
Mr. Bransxy. Yes, sir. 


Senator Weixer. Would you like to add anything that would be 
of help to us? 

Mr. Bransxy. I represent the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, the 
United States Treasury Department. Our particular organization 
in Philadelphia, with headquarters in the customshouse, has charge 
of the enforcement of these laws in the States of Pennsylvania and 
Delaware, and the first collection district of New Jersey. 

The personnel of our organization at this time consists of 10 men, 
6 stationed in Philadelphia at the headquarters office, 3 at Pitts- 
burgh, 1 at Trenton, and no officer assigned to Delaware. 
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We are specifically charged with the enforcement of the Federal 
narcotic and marihuana laws, and also to aid the States in their 
enforcement of their narcotic statutes. 

In addition to the Federal narcotics law in Pennsylvania, there is 
a Pennsylvania Antinarcotiec Act which went into effect in 1917 and 
which has been amended on a number of occasions. The provisions 
of this statute are similar in a great many respects to the Federal 
statutes. 

As Mr. Rothbardt testified, I believe there are six men at this time 
employed in the State bureau of narcotics. At one time there were 
approximately 13 men. And there exists close cooperation between 
our bureau and the Pennsylvania State Bureau. 

In addition to the Federal Narcotics Bureau in Pennsylvania, there 
are two organizations set up in the police departments in the two 
large urban cities in Pennsylvania, namely, Pittsburgh and Phila- 
delphia, which are specifically charged with enforcement of the 
Pennsylvania Antinarcotics Act. 

I have heard a great deal of testimony about the situation here 
in Philadelphia. In Pittsburgh they have 10 men assigned to the 
enforcement. 

Although the Pennsylvania State Police are not specifically charged 
with the enforcement of the Antinarcotics Act—that is, the State act— 
for the past 5 years it has been necessary for the Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics to call on the Pennsylvania State Police to help them in 
investigating hundreds of complaints that have come into our office 
which we were unable to investigate due to our limited personnel. 

Senator Dantet. Mr. Bransky, I believe this is the first time that 
the work of the Pennsylvania State Police has been brought into the 
hearing, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do they have any narcotics setup at all ? 

Mr. Bransky. No, sir; they do not. And they are not specifically 
charged with that statute, and have no setup in their organization. 
But I want to commend that organization for the fine, intelligent job 
they have done for the Federal Bureau of Narcotics in assisting them 
in investigating, as I have stated, the hundreds of complaints that 
have come to our office. 

Senator Danteu. In other words, they have a State police system, 
and on certain complaints they are able to help you out with the 
investigation. 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir, materially so. And we call on them con- 
tinually throughout the State for assistance in apprehending violators, 
and particularly as far as apprehending violators who use the high- 
ways by motor vehicles in the transportation of narcotic drugs. 

Senator Dantex. Who is the head of the State police ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Wilhelm was formerly head of it, and there was a 
change recently in that organization. Mr. Cullen, who represents 
that organization, is here and perhaps could furnish the Senator with 
the name of the commissioner of police. 

Senator Dante. Is Mr. Cullen here ? 
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STATEMENT OF THOMAS F. CULLEN, PENNSYLVANIA STATE 
POLICE, HARRISBURG, PA. 


Mr. Cutten. Colonel Henry is now the head. 

Senator Danrex. And what are your initials? 

Mr. Cutten. Thomas F. Cullen. 

Senator Danret. Are you in charge of the State police office here in 
Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Cutten. No; Iam from Harrisburg. 

Senator Dantet. I see. We are glad to have you with us. 

Mr. Cutten. Thank you. 

Mr. Bransky. He is one of the officers that investigated the major- 
ity of the complaints that we have sent to the Pennsylvania State 
Police. And only recently, the district supervisor in New York com- 
plimented the Pennsylvania Police after they had made a background 
investigation of some important criminals in the northwestern part of 
this State. 

In the State of New Jersey, this office has charge of enforcement of 
the law in the first collection district, which comprises all the counties 
other than those adjoining the Hudson River, which is under the 
supervision of district No. 2, the New York office. 

They have a State narcotics law in the State of New Jersey, a Uni- 
form Narcotics Act, which was passed in 1933. It has been amended 
on a number of occasions. Mr. Anslinger, the Commissioner has held 
up this statute as one of the model statutes in the United States. 

Now, until about 3 or 4 years ago, there was no organization in the 
State of New Jersey especially set up for the enforcement. of the State 
Uniform Narcotics Act. The former Governor of New Jersey, Mr. 
Driscoll, called on the State police to set up a narcotics squad in New 
Jersey in that organization. Colonel Schauffer, who was then head 
of the New Jersey State Police, came to the Bureau of Narcotics in 
Philadelphia, and we collaborated and cooperated with them in set- 
ting up an organization in the State police. In fact, we were called 
on to aid in the selection of the personnel of the State police. Six 
men were selected who were members of the New Jersey State Police, 
and assigned to the narcotics squad. Three of those men were trained 
in the office of the district supervisor in Philadelphia, and three of 
them were trained in the office of the district supervisor in New York. 

They spent 90 days in our office. And while they were in our office 
they were assigned to undercover work and made a number of cases to 
learn the method of operation of our undercover operation and overall 
operation and enforcement of the narcotics laws. 

Again, there exists a very close cooperation with the New Jersey 
State Police and the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. At Atlantic City, 
N.J., after the Federal Government inaugurated two mass raids there 
and created a great deal of interest in the narcotic drug problem, the 
commissioner of police assigned one man, a detective, to the office of 
the district supervisor in Philadelphia for training. He spent 90 
days in our office, and: then went back to the Atlantic City Police De- 
partment. And he was a member of the vice squad, waa: he gave in- 
structions to three other men who were members of that vice squad in 
the enforcement of their State narcotics laws as well as to aid the 
Federal Government. 
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We have a most unusual situation in Atlantic County, the county 
in which Atlantic City is located. There is a sheriff there by the 
name of Gerald Garmley. Gerald Garmley, in the last 4 or 5 years, 
has taken a very active interest in aiding the city police and the 
Federal Government in the enforcement of the State as well as the 
Federal narcotics laws. And his cooperation has been most unusual. 

Now, the Federal Government has no agent stationed in Delaware. 
There is no agent in Delaware specifically set up for the enforcement 
of the Delaware State law. 

In 1953, their legislature—approximately about that time—passed 
the Uniform Narcotics Act, w Neh in a great number of respects is 
similar to the Federal narcotics law. But to overcome this, the Fed- 
eral Government, that is, the Bureau of Narcotics, has sent men, as 
well as the district supervisor, to the police schools held by the Dela- 
ware State Police. 

And again we held a mass raid in the city of Wilmington, and cre- 
ated a great deal of interest there in the narcotic drug problem. The 
W ilmington Police, where the majority of the v iolations are located in 
the State of Delaware, have done an excellent job in the enforcement 
of their statute, as well as aiding us in the enforcement of our law. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Bransky, have you put in the record yet the 
total narcotics and marihuana arrests for 1953-54 in district’ No. 3, 
over which you are serving as supervisor ? 

Mr. Bransky. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Can we make that a part of the record at this 
point ? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

(The report entitled “Total Narcotic and Marihuana Arrests 
1953-54” is as follows:) 


Total narcotic and marthuana arrests, 1953-54, District No. 8, U. S. Bureau of 
Narcotics 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Total State population. 


eh 10, 498, 012 
TORRE SOE SIG 5 sc Soon ccs cewenc cence ewududeenssawen 


3. 345 





Number of 
arrests 


Percent of 
arrests 


Population 


Philadelphia 2, 070, 605 | 2,779 
Pittsburgh. 676, 806 524 


All other communities --.--..----..--- yo itched 7, 750, 601 42 | 


NEW JERSEY (FIRST COLLECTION DISTRICT ONLY) 


Population (first district) 
RGN oa ole Ds eee ek aun 


ion | 
Population arrests 


Asbury Park 

Atlantie City cio 
CamG@tes 354 201 ss es id 
Trenton... _- 

All other communities 





Number of | 


1, 047, 745 
224 
Percent of 


arrests 
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Total State population ___. 
Total narcotic arrests - 


Wilmington -- - 
Dover... << 
All other communities. 


DELAWARE 


| Population | 


| 
Number of | 


arrests | 


} 
ae 110, 356 | 
og 6, 223 | 

| 201, 506 | 


28 | 
2 | 
0 


30 


Percent of 
arrests 


Senator Daniet. Could we make a copy of your report on narcotic 
registrants a part of the record at this point? 


Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 


(The report entitled “Narcotic Registrants” is as follows :) 


Narcotic registrants, district No. 3 


Classes 1 and 5, 


Classes 2 and 5, 
Classes 3 and 5, 
Classes 4 and 5, 


importers, manufacturers 
wholesale dealers 
retail dealers 


physicians, dentists, ‘hospit¢ et. 


Class 5, exempt dealers. - _- 
Class 6, research laboratories 


Pennsylvania, | 
fiseal 1955 


78 


22 | 
3, 938 | 
16, 995 | 


26 | 


| 
| Ist collection | 

| district, 
New Jersey, 
fiseal 1954 


None | 
9 


509 | 

1, 865 
| 2 | 
None 


Delaware, 
fiscal 1955 


| (incomplete ) 


None 


Total ---_- ; 21, 147 | 378 


} 





Nore.—Grand total, 24, 171. 


Senator Dantex. I would like to ask you about 1 or 2 items that you 
have already covered. For instance, I notice that in Pennsylvania 83 
percent of the arrests in 1953 and 1954 on narcotics and marihuana 
charges have been in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Branskxy. Will the Senator pardon me. 
that explains that completely. 

Senator Danrev. Had you rather do that a little later, or do you 
want to do that now ? 

Mr. Bransxy. As long as the Senator has raised the question, I can 
do it right now. 

Senator Danteu. Let’s do it right now, then. 

Mr. Bransky. I am particularly interested in the fact that only 1 
percent of all your arrests are in all other communities other than 
Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. 

Senator, the purpose of this chart is to show that. As you well 
know, when the Commissioner of Narcotics, Mr. Anslinger, appeared 
before your committee in Washington, he stated that the major part of 
the violations were in the large ur ban centers. And I think in Penn- 
sylvania what the Commissioner said before your committee is par- 
ticularly demonstrated. 

Now, the number of arrests, I think you have it on your chart there, 
in Pennsylvania in 1953 and 1954, 83.3 percent of those arrested were 
in the city of Philadelphia which has 19.7 percent of the population of 
the State. 


I have a chart here 
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Pittsburgh, the other large urban center, with 6.4 percent of the 
population of the State had 15.7 percent of the arrests. 

Now, all the other areas throughout the State of Pennsylvania, 
which comprise 73.9 percent of the population, in those areas there 
was only 1 percent of the arrests made for violations of those 2 laws in 
those areas. And a reasonable conclusion to come to is that Pennsyl- 
vania is representative of the other States throughout the United 
States and indicates that the violations of these laws are mainly con- 
fined to the large centers of population. 

Senator DanieL. May we have a copy of that chart to be made a 
part of the record at this point? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. Mr. Gasque requested that they be photo- 
stated and sent to your Bureau, and we will see that that is done. 

Senator Danie. We will make this chart a part of the record at 
this point. 

(The chart is as follows :) 


Total narcotic and marihuana arrests, 1953-54 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Total State population a —— anes 10, 498, 012 
Total narcotic arrests anes 3, 345 


Number of Percent of 


-opulatic 
Population arrests arrests 





Philadelphia-__-------. 2, 070, 605 
Pittsburgh__-- _— : | 676, 896 
All other communities- --- bain : 7, 750, 601 


NEW JERSEY (1ST COLLECTION DISTRICT ONLY) 


go ga ee eee pena eyis “ 1, 047, 745 
Narcotic arrests ae aenees aie ee ; / we 224 


Number of Percent of 


Population Ain . : 
arrests arrests 





Asbury Park. ........ : ; ; i ont 17, 094 
Atlantic City eyeaca 61, 657 
QC ea a : ‘ . 124, 555 
‘Tien. 5 3.6 ia ; 129, 009 
All other communities ----------- . a 7 2 715, 430 


DELAWARE 


Total State population ._-_--- oe : : ‘ ‘ : 318, O85 
Total narcotic arrests - .-.-...---- 54 d 30 





Number of Percent of 


-opulatio 
Population arrests arrests 





Wilmington oe , 356 | 28 
» 


Bi SI RE oo sis tneitpattiemnendomciciiteghonnnmines 201, 506 0 


68489—56— pt. 2——-14 
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Narcotic registrants, district No. 3 





| | 
| First collection) 
Pennsylvania,| district, 
fiscal 1955 | New Jersey, 
fiscal 1954 


Delaware, 
fiscal 1955 
(incomplete) 














Classes 1 and 5, importers, manufacturers___....._..--...---- 22 None None 
Classes 2 and 5, wholesale dealers. ._..........-...-.---------- 88 2 1 
CURIE D NE 0 PI I a ne ho incon cnwic dn dandesoes 3, 938 509 109 
Classes 4 and 5, physicians, dentists, hospitals. ___......-.---- 16, 995 1, 865 528 
OE eee ae ee eee 78 2 7 
Class 6, research laboratories______- este on a nee eee 26 None 1 





Mr. Bransky. Would the Senator like me to answer any question 
about this particular report ? 

Senator Daniev. I believe not. That certainly brings out exactly 
what I was going to ask you about before I realized that the chart 
graphically pictures the thing that so impressed me. That 73.9 per- 
cent of the population of the State has only 1 percent of the arrests; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Bransky. That is correct. 

Senator Dan . In other words, the narcotics violations are cen- 
tered principally in this State in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh with 
83 percent in Philadelphia and 15 percent in Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Bransky. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Now, as I understood Lieutenant McDermott, even 
when you get to Philadelphia the great percentage of your violations 
of the narcotics law are within a certain small area of this city? 

Mr. Bransky. We can get you a chart on Pittsburgh showing ap- 
proximately how many square blocks. 

Senator Dante. Blocks or square miles ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Mr. Sterling, you could answer that question. You 
were assigned to Pittsburgh. What is the square miles or number of 
blocks of the area in Pittsburgh known as the “Hill”? 

Senator Dantev. This is who? 


STATEMENT OF HARRY W. STERLING, FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
NARCOTICS, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mr. Srertrne. Harry W. Sterling, a narcotics agent assigned to the 
headquarters office in Philadelphia, who worked in Pittsburgh for a 
number of years. 

Senator Dantex. Mr. Sterling? 

Mr. Srertine. That comprises approximately 7 square blocks, the 
area in Pittsburgh where the narcotics traffic in concentrated. 

Senator Daniet. About what percentage would you say, approxi- 
mately, of the narcotics arrests and traffic is concentrated in that area 
of Pittsburgh ? 

Mr. Sreriine. Ninety-five percent; in fact, that is the source of the 
traffic that leaks out into other isolated areas of Pittsburgh. It all 
comes from that one place. 

Senator Dantet. Will you destribe that area for us, what type of 
area of the city it is, what other description you can give? 
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Mr. Srerwine. It is an underprivileged area. It lies on a hill which 
overlooks the commercial center of the city. 

Senator Dantet. Both white and colored live in that area? 

Mr. Sreruine. Yes, sir; but principally colored. 

Senator Dantet. People with a low level of income? 

Mr. Srertinc. Yes; many of them, of course, have no legitimate 
endeavor; they live by their wits. It comprises that element. 

Senator Dantet. I see. 

Mr. Bransky. Senator Daniel, let’s take the State of New Jersey, 
the first collection district which we supervise. This is 1953 and 1954, 
narcotics and marihuana arrests. Again we have the same problem 
here. Where we have the large centers of population you are going 
to have narcotic drug violations. Asbury Park has 1.6 percent of 
the population and has 7.1 percent of the arrests. Asbury Park is a 
resort town. And, of course, that accounts for that high percentage 
of arrests there with that small population. 

Atlantic City, N. J., with 5.9 percent of the population, has 50.4 
percent of the arrests. Now, we must remember this, Atlantic City 
has a winter population of 61,657, but in the summer months it is my 
understanding that it may go up to 200,000 or 250,000 people. And 
again you have an internationally known resort where all kinds of 
parasites congregate, and that aids the criminal element in increasing 
the narcotic traffic there. 

I want to commend these people in Atlantic City, the police gen- 
erally and the sheriff over there, for their splendid cooperation. 

Now, we come to Camden. Camden, with a population of 124,000, 
11.8 percent of the population, has 9.5 percent of the arrests. Now, 
they have no special vice squad set up in the city of Camden. 

Trenton, N. J., which has a sonueaes of 129,000, which is 12.3 
percent of the population, has 21 percent of the violations. In Tren- 
ton, the Federal Government has held several mass raids and created 
2 great deal of interest among the county authorities and the city 
authorities in Trenton, which is in Mercer County. In addition to 
that, the headquarters of the New York State Police close by there, 
and a concentrated effort with the Bureau of Narcotics is usually 
carried on in that city. And only last month we furnished the under- 
cover men the money and all other expenses necessary, we aided in 
the arrest of 22 people there, 18 to be prosecuted in the State court, 
18 to be taken to New York to be prosecuted, and 2 to be prosecuted 
in the Federal court. 

Now, with no reflection upon any of the courts, we take these cases 
into the State court because of the heavier sentences that are meted 
out by the State judges. And only recently, one of them gave a man 
25 to 30 years—I am just depending on my memory of the approxi- 
mate sentences—and another sentence, perhaps, of 15 to 18 years. 
And we get good sentences in that county. 

What we are doing, we are taking these cases into the courts where 
we feel that the court is more sympathetic as far as sentence is con- 
cerned in the prosecution of these cases. 

Senator Danrev. Do you think that the heavier the penalty the 
more likelihood there is of bringing the narcotics violations to an 
irreducible minimum ? 

Mr. Bransky. I think so, sir. 

Senator Dantet. How long have you been in this business? 
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Mr. Bransxy. Thirty-seven and a half years. 

Senator Dantet. Has that been your experience during that time? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes, sir. I remember Tampa, Fla., in the early 
twenties, which was one of the worst offenders in the southeastern 
part of the United States. And due to the shortage of Federal judges 
in that area we had to arrest a man 2 or 3 or 4 times before he was ever 
tried. And we then got an increase of judiciary there, judges on the 
bench, and they started meting out 10 to 15 years, and Tampa started 
to dry up in a hurry. 

I want to say that when we talk about this problem and I give my 
views more in detail about that particular subject, I want to talk 
about when we got these charts. 

All of the parts of the State of New Jersey, with a population of 
715,430, 68.4 percent of the population, had only 12 percent of the 
arrests. That is a little higher, perhaps, than it is in Pennsylvania, 
because of the activity of the Penny) yania State police, who were 
very active in the enforcement of their law, but it still carriers out 
the theory—not the theory, the fact—that where you have these large 
centers of population and you have a more concentrated drug traffic. 

Senator Danret. All of your figures are based on the first collection 
district of New York. 

Mr. Bransky. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Now, you say that in Pennsylvania when you get 
out of the urban districts, you have only 1 percent of your arrests 
for narcotic violations, and you say it is because the Pennsylvania 
State police are more active in enforcing the law 

Mr. Bransxy. I am talking about New Jersey. They concentrate 
on just narcotic violations, that specialized squad. 

Senator Daniet. I am afraid that you might have said Pennsyl- 
vania, or I thought you did a minute ago. Anyway, in New Jersey 
the State police has a special narcotic squad ? 

Mr. Bransxy. That is correct, sir. And it is a very active organi- 
zation. 

Senator Danret. And you think they are probably making more 
arrests out of the urban areas than are being made in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Bransxy. Yes; I think so. 

Senator Danre.. Now, of course, as Mayor Clark said the other 
day, you can’t tell for sure, can you, about these statistics? Isn’t 
it possible that in Pennsylvania you actually have fewer narcotic 
violations away from your urban areas than you do in New Jersey? 

Mr. Bransxy. Again, that is possible. Of course, in New Jersey 
you have a more transient State, perhaps, than you do in Pennsyl- 
vania. You have an influx into those resorts. And some of those 
resorts are in small towns. And there is a strong possibility that that 
influx of that transient group carries a number of parasites with 
them to live on the other group, that may be so. 

Senator Dante. In other words, there may be a bigger problem 
in New Jersey outside the urban areas than you have in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Bransxy. I think so, when it comes to that particular phase 
of it. 

Senator Dante. Because you did say that the State police in Penn- 
sylvania, although they do not have any separate narcotics setup, 
have been quite active in cooperating with you in making arrests and 
helping you in enforcement. : 
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Mr. Bransxy. Yes, sir. But remember this, they are not specifi- 
cally assigned to that, and they wouldn’t go out like these men are 
contacting local police organizations with the idea of getting viola- 
tions. And I think—I don’t know, but I think—that the Pennsyl- 
vania police, the violations reported to them, there is a strong pos- 
sibility that they turn them over to the Federal Government or the 
Pennsylvania State Bureau of Narcotics, which is specifically charged 
with that enforcement. 

Senator Danrex. I hope this question won’t embarass you in any 
way, but do you think that as far as the State of Pennsylvania is con- 
cerned that they could aid in getting rid of the narcotics problem 
if they had a special narcotics agency set up within the State? 

Mr. Bransky. I think it would help a great deal, of course, But 
you must remember this, that the State police, whether it is your 
State—I know Mr. Homer Garrison very well, I have been down 
there and I have talked with their police—whether it is your State or 
my State or any other State in the Union, the State police can be 
very effective. They have splendid training, splendid equipment, and 
they continually have schools for training and retraining. 

In some of the other organizations they don’t have that. And the 
State police—sometimes there may be a great deal of patronage in- 
volved—I wouldn’t like this in the record 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator DanieL. You may proceed. 

Mr. Bransky. Here we come to the State of Delaware. This is a 
very interesting thing. Of course, in the State of Delaware, we have 
a total population of 201,506 outside of Wilmington and Dover. Of 
course, ther are resorts in Delaware, but outside of those cities it is 
a rural section, there is a great deal of farming in the State of Dela- 
ware. In Wilmington, with 34.5 percent of the population, we have 
13.3 percent of the arrests concentrated in that area. 

In Dover, with 2 percent of the population, we have 7.7 percent of 
the arrests. 

Senator Dante. There were only two arrests; is that right? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. And even in Wilmington you have only 28 arrests? 
Mr. Bransxy. Yes. I see here I have a total in the State of 3 
arrests. And those arrests were made in Wilmington and Dover, again 
pointing up the fact of this concentration in the urban centers of 

the violation. 

In this State, we get splendid cooperation. They have an excellent 
police department in Wilmington, and by those mass raids—and I 
am a great believer in mass raids—they create an interest locally as 
far as the public is concerned and as far as the other law-enforce- 
ment agencies are concerned—right here in Philadelphia—I have 
been in the Philadelphia area about 814 years, I was assigned here 
Sig years ago—when we first came here, it took 2 or 3 years to find 
out our problem. And then we conducted 2 or 3 mass raids, very 
large mass raids in the city. And we spent the money, we had our 
own undercover agents then, and got some cooperation from the 
police and the other Federal agents—the Coast Guard, Secret 
Service, Alcohol Protection, and the Internal Revenue assisted us. 


And we created quite an interest in these mass raids in the city of 
Philadelphia. 
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When Mr. Gibbons became police commissioner here we discussed 
this matter with Mr. Gibbons, and we obtained 100 percent coopera- 
tion to carry on these mass raids. We supplied the money, we paid 
the police officers’ incidental expenses, their meals, carfare, and so 
on from the Federal appropriations, because we realized that perhaps 
the city of Philadelphia didn’t have this money to expend in that 
manner, and they did an excellent job for us. And these cases were 
usually prosecuted in a Federal court. 

And we have had two mass raids since Mr. Gibbons— that is, Fed- 
eral mass raids—since Mr. Gibbons became commissioner. The last 
one was January 20, for which they so kindly supplied us men. And, 
of course, we had the able assistance of the two lieutenants, Lieutenant 
Driscoll and my dear, devoted friend, Lieutenant McDermott. 

And here is another reason why we carried on these mass raids, Sen- 
ator. We have this small organization, as you gentlemen well 
know 

Senator Dantex. Ten men for these three States. 

_ Mr. Bransxy. Yes. I have two of them out in the district. One 
is away at school and the other on a special detail outside. We live on 
short rations and men, but we learn to use them like a man learns to live 
with his ulcers. 

Senator Danret. Can you use a few more men in this district ? 

Mr. Bransky. I think so. But we must remember this. We can 
always use them. But the allotment of these men—surely the Bureau 
in Washington concentrates the men in the areas of pro rata per capita 
in the way they think to the best interest of the Bureau. I don’t think 
there is a district in the United States that couldn’t use more men. We 
could use 10 or 15 more men, because the more men we have the more 
effective job we can do. 

That brings me to this point about more men. Here is the narcotics 
registrants in the United States. These are the people that are regis- 
tered legally under the provisions of the Federal narcotics law, such 
as doctors, dentists, hospitals, and so on, that are entitled legally to 
dispense narcotic drugs. In Commissioner Anslinger’s testimony be- 
fore your committee, of which I have a copy, Mr. Anslinger stated 
there are approximately 200,000 registrants in the United States. 
And in the third district, my district, we have 24,000 of those 200,000, 
which is approximately 11 or 12 percent of the registrants. 

Practically we are suposed to supervise these registrants, but only 
in theory do we doit. It is very fortunate that the vast majority and 
percentage of this professional or business group do their own policing, 
and we have very little trouble with them. If it was to the contrary, 
we surely would be in a very precarious situation. And the industry 
and the profession deserve a great deal of credit for their internal 
policing of their own organizations, and we do not have too much 
trouble with them. 

Senator Danrex. Principally druggists and physicians ? 

Mr. Bransxy. Hospitals, manufacturers and jobbers, those men 
have big interests at stake, and surely they are not going to engage 
in illicit traffic in narcotic drugs. We find them very cooperative in 
the vast majority of instances. 

I have here a chart—we will supply you with copies of all this— 
Lieutenant McDermott was asked by the committee yesterday about 
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the areas in which the narcotic-drug traffic is concentrated in the city 
of Philadelphia. We have the one that has the largest amount of 
traffic, about 6 square miles. That is the area that lheutenant spoke 
of at South Street, and that place that was engaging in drug traffic 
that was closed down. 

Senator Dantet. The Sportsmen’s Bar? 

Mr. Bransky. The Sportsman’s Bar that they put out of business. 

I am informed by narcotics agent Sterling and 2 other keymen in 
Philadelphia, 1 is 12 square miles and the other is 8 square miles, the 
traffic is concentrated in these 3 areas, and that is the approximate 
location of those areas on the map of Philadelphia. 

We will supply you with a photostatic copy of this map. 

Senator Dantev. Will you include the figures of approximately how 
much of the traffic is concentrated in these districts? 

Mr. Bransky. Yes. 

Mr. Sterling, what is your opinion about that ? 

Mr. Srertine. I didn’t understand it. 

Mr. Bransky. The Senator asked what percentage of the amount 
of traffic would be in those three areas that we have set out? 

Senator DanteL. The total of the three? 

Mr. Srerure. Individually? 

Mr. Bransky. No; combined. 

Mr. Streriine. About 95 percent. 

Senator DanteL. Good. If you can give us any further figures 
when you send them out, that will be fine. 

Now, Commissioner, do you have any specific suggestions to make 
to us concerning legislation which we might carry back to the Senate 
or anything else about which you might care to comment? We cer- 
tainly appreciate your being with us and giving us your cooperation. 

Mr. Bransky. I was very glad to be here, Senator. 

Of course, I feel like the Commissioner, when he gave his conclu- 
sions to the committee, when he said that despite the substantial prog- 
ress that has been made in the field of enforcement of narcotic-drug 
control, there is abundant evidence that drug addiction still remains 
a serious problem. Strong laws, good enforcement, stiff sentences, 
and a compulsory hospital organization program or the necessary 
foundations upon which any successful program must be predicated. 
These will go a long way toward suppressing the abuse of narcotic 
drugs. The greatest reason for an increase in drug addiction has been 
the failure on the part of the legislative and other officials to observe 
these four fundamentals. 

I would like to say this: I have heard a great deal of narcotic-drug 
addiction. In my long experience in the Bureau, having gone 
through the clinic era and all these so-called permissible systems that 
were brought in by certain armchair criminologists and sociologists, 
as far as I am concerned, the narcotic-drug addict is a great deal of 
our problem. I have heard a great deal of maudlin sentiment, “Oh, 
the poor narcotie-drug addict.” I don’t have any maudlin sentiment 
for the individual. I think he is a human being; I think he is sick, 
or has a disease or had it, whatever you desire to call it, or the public 
desires to call it, and from that standpoint as a drug addict he may 
need some medical treatment in a proper institution. But beyond that 
I have no sympathy with him. We must remember this: That at 


least in this area, I have been convinced—because I have been assigned 
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to many areas throughout the United States—that the extent of nar- 
cotic addiction is caused by association and contact with other narcotic 
addicts. ‘The narcotic-drug addict is the carrier; he is the individual 
that spreads this insidious death known as narcotic-drug addiction, 
and it also should be remembered by the public that he spreads it in 
his own age group. If he is 17, if he is 18 or 19 or 20, he spreads this 
pernicious habit in his own age group. 

I think there should be compulsory legislation that per se because 
a man is a narcotic addict, either at the city, county, or State level, 
he should be isolated in the proper type of institution. 

Furthermore, I am very much opposed to the clinic or permissive 
system. We went through it in the early 1920’s, and all the clinics 
did was to increase narcotic-drug addiction. It became a question of 
availability. We have had an outstanding example of it here—a man 
who has held himself up as an expert in this town for 30 years. 

Senator Danret. To whom are you referring ? 

Mr. Bransky. I am referring to Dr. Turner. There is a shining 
example to show what a farce this thing is, this ambulatory treat- 
ment, or so-called clinic idea, that the addict could go to the so-called 
outstanding expert here in the city of Philadelphia, and that men who 
are law-enforcement officers, or any other citizens, can walk in and 
say, “I am a dope fiend” or “I am a drug addict, I am taking heroin,” 
and upon that and upon that only obtain narcotic drugs. 

In the cities of New York, Shreveport, La., and many, many other 
cities throughout the United States, where they have had narcotic- 
drug addicts, all they ever did was to increase narcotic-drug addiction 
in those areas. 

What happened with Dr. Turner and these 3 police officers and 1 
Federal agent happened in those clinics, because these individuals 
who were not narcotic-drug addicts went into those clinics and 
obtained narcotic drugs. 

I think one of the cases that I ran across that shows the farce of 
this thing and the absurdity of it, I was assigned to investigate many 
of those clinics, and particularly one where a doctor was distributing 
narcotic drugs. He was required by law to have the name and address 
and the age of the patient, and the disease the patient was suffering. 
And the disease in this instance was pregnancy, and for 18 long 
months this doctor gave this woman one-eighth of an ounce of mor- 
phine, which is approximately 14.6 grains of morphine for pregnancy, 
18 months. And it is the only case of permanent pregnancy I ever 
ran across in investigating these narcotic-drug clinics 

I would like to say this: We don’t have any problem in this area 
as far as our schools are concerned. Yesterday Mr. Finnegan, repre- 
senting one of the social agencies here, stated there were seven juve- 
niles who were brought to his attention that may have been addicted 
to the use of narcotic drugs. The mere fact that they were juveniles 
under 18 years of age—I understand it is the policy of the juvenile 
court here not to publish those things, and those 7 cases were not 
brought to our attention. We have had hundreds and hundreds of 
complaints in the area about violations in school, and we have yet to 
come up with one authentic case where any individual who was a 
member in good standing in the school of any violation on school 
grounds proper or by any individual who was in good standing and 
a member of the school. 
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Now, we find here that the causes of narcotic-drug addiction are 
basic to those that cause crime generally. Of course, there is no love 
and affection and understanding between the parent and the child; 
they are broken homes, slums, and underprivileged homes. 

And last but not least, in the many, many cases that I have come 
in contact with in the many years I have been in the Bureau, I have 
yet to run across a case where any individual we have ever arrested 
for a violation of the narcotics law has been a member of good stand- 
ing in the church of his choice. And that indicates to me, particulary, 
that the church is a good influence. And it is the failure of the family 
to bring about that good influence as far as the child is concerned. 

I thmk I have covered the problem as hurriedly and as authorita- 
tively as I could. Are there any questions you gentlemen would like 
to ask me? 

Senator Dantex. I think we have covered the questions that we 
Wi anted to ask you, Mr. Bransky. I understand that you will send 


us copies of the chart and the map, and they will be made a part of 
of the record. 


Mr. Bransky. Yes. 


Senator Dantex. Let me say this further to you. If you will send 
us anything else in writing, any further suggestions or recommenda- 
tions, we W ill make that a part of the record. 

We certainly thank you again for your wonderful work here and 
your cooperation with this committee. 

Mr. Bransky. Thank you, sir. And I want to express my thanks 
to the committee for their kindness and consideration. 

And I also want to express my thank to the Philadelphia police, 
the Philadelphia courts, all law-enforcement officers in this area and 
throughout the State of Pennsylvania, the State of New York, and 
the State of Delaware, for their splendid cooperation given the 
Federal Government in the enforcement of these States. 

Senator Danrex. Thank you, sir. 

Beverly Lee Roman. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics 


will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 


Miss Roman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BEVERLY LEE ROMAN, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Dante. You may be seated. 

State your name for the record. 

Miss Roman. Beverly Lee Roman. 

Senator WeLker. And have you gone by any other name? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Will you give us those names? 

Miss Roman. Lee Charles and Lee Marlow. 

Senator Weiker. Have you ever gone by the name of June Gibbons? 

Miss Roman. That is my real name. 

Senator Welker. Now, in case someone were to decide to do so— 
and they are not—you w ould prefer not to be photographed ? 

Miss Roman. It doesn’t matter to me, no. 
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Senator Wexxer. As I understand it, you are willing to come before 
the committee and give us any information that you can as a volun- 
tary witness before us today as we study the narcotics problem. 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. We appreciate that very much. 

As I understand it, you have been convicted and are now serving 
a sentence for violation of the narcotics laws? 

Miss Roman. Well, I haven’t been sentenced as yet on the case. 

Senator Danrev. You have been convicted ? 

Miss Roman. I was convicted, yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. In what court? 

Miss Roman. Before Judge Carroll. 

Senator Danret. And the offense was possession and the sale of 
narcotics ¢ 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Now, what the committee would like to know is 
simply your experience with narcotics and anything you can give us 
firsthand. Were you addicted to narcotics? 

Miss Roman. Yes; I was. 

Senator Dante.. And what narcotic did you use? 

Miss Roman. Heroin. 

Senator Dante. Now, do you mind giving us your age? You are 
so young, perhaps you wouldn’t mind giving it. 

Miss Roman. I am 25. 

Senator Dante... Twenty-five. Would you mind just starting out 
at the beginning and telling the committee how you got started taking 
dope and selling dope? 

Miss Roman. Well, it was in March of 1954. I was engaged to 
be married. And my fiance and I had been down to Atlantic City. 
On our way back we were in an automobile accident and he was killed. 
I was injured pretty bad, and I was taken to West Jersey Hospital 
in Camden. There, for about a month, I was receiving demerol and 
morphine every day. 

Senator Dantet. What hospital ? 

Miss Roman. The West Jersey Hospital in Camden. 

After my release from the hospital, I came back to Philadelphia, 
and I was still under a doctor’s care. And he was also giving me 
morphine. 

Senator Dante.. Now, were you injured in this accident? 

Miss Roman. Yes; very seriously. 

Senator DanreL, And the doctor prescribed morphine for you in 
the hospital ? 

Miss Roman. That is right, for the pain. 

Senator DanteL. And then after you came out? 

Miss Roman. That is right. I was still bedridden when I came 
out of the hospital. 

And that continued for about 2 weeks. After that time—well, the 
doctor that was treating me just cut the drugs out without tapering 
me off. And I had already gotten the drug habit. 

Senator Danret. Had you ever used drugs before 1954 in the hos- 
pital ? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What had you used? 

Miss Roman. Heroin. 
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Senator Dantet. Before this accident ? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dantez. Let’s go back to the very first time you ever did 
use any drug; let’s go back to the very beginning. What is the first 
drug of the various opium derivatives or marihuana that you ever 
used ¢ 

Miss Roman. Heroin. 

Senator Dante.. Did you ever use marihuana ? 

Miss Roman. A couple of times, but I didn’t like it. 

Senator Dante. That was before you used the heroin ¢ 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 

Senator DanieL. After? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Where did you get the first heroin you ever used 

Miss Roman. Well, I am an entertainer, and I used to be around 
1 lot of musicians and entertainers, and so forth, and don’t remember 
the exact date. But it was a party, and someone offered me some of 
it—I didn’t know what it was, actually; I had heard of it, but I didn’t 
really understand how powerful it could be. 

Senator DantreL. Now, where was this? 

Miss Roman. This was in New York. 

Senator Danret. How old were you? 

Miss Roman. I was 18. 

Senator Dantet. About 18 years of age? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And at that time in what occupation were you en- 
gaged ¢ 

Miss Roman. I was a dancer. 

Senator Dantet. A dancer? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. Where? 

Miss Roman. In New York City. 

Senator Danteu. In night clubs or on the stage? 

Miss Roman. In night clubs. 

Senator Danret. And tell us how you got to be at this party and 
what kind of a party it was, the first time you ever used heroin. 

Miss Roman. Well, it was a party with a lot of musicians, and 
there was nothing much to it, actually, except I noticed that everybody 
looked sleepy, everyone was just sitting around, no one was drinking. 
a this fellow came up to me and he asked me if I wanted to get 
ngnt 

Senator Danie.. If you wanted to get high? 

Miss Roman. Yes. So I said, “What do you mean, ‘get high’?” 

So he showed me this white powder. 

So I said, “What shall I do with this?” 

And he showed me the needle. And I was scared, and I said, 
“You are not going to stick a needle in me.” 

And he told me to snort it up my nose. So I did. 

And about 5 minutes later I got this very warm feeling through my 
body, very relaxed. And I sat down and I felt like going tosleep. And 
I did. 

That was my first experience with heroin. 

Senator Dante. All right, go on and tell us from there. 










































































































































































552 -ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Miss Roman. Well, the one thing that was very outstanding about 
the “high” was, it relieved my mental anxiety. 

Senator Danrex. Did you have a mental anxiety at that time or 
later ? 

Miss Roman. Well, it isa long story. That goes back even further. 
I don’t want to take too much of your time. 

Senator Danret. You go right ahead. We would like to have the 
story. Frankly, you are the first person who has ever come before 
us voluntarily, that is, an addict, and a person who has been convicted, 
since we opened these hearings. And we would like to hear your entire 
story, back from the very beginning, all that you are willing to tell us. 

Miss Roman. Well, it starts out—you see, I left home when I was 
14. My father was an alcoholic, and my mother died when I was 5. 
So there was nothing to keep me there. And I suppose I always felt 
sort of unwanted, or something, escapist. So I suppose when I used 
drugs it made me feel like I didn’t care. 

Senator Daniet. When you left at 14; where did you go? 

Miss Roman. I went to work; I went in show business. I was in a 
burlesque chorus for about 3 years. 

Senator Danret. Where is your home originally ? 

Miss Roman. I was born in Ohio, but I was raised in Louisiana. 

Senator Danret. Raised in Louisiana? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. When did you leave Louisiana ? 

Miss Roman. When I was 14; that is—I haven’t thought about it in 
so long. 

Senator Danrex. At that time had you used any type of drug or 
marihuana ? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 


Senator Daniet. How did you happen to go to New York? 

Miss Roman. I have been all over the country in show business, 
and I had been working in Boston and Providence, and I had gone 
about every place but New York, and so I decided to go. 

Senator Danret. You told us that was the first time you used 
heroin ? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. From there on tell us about how you happened to 
become addicted to the drug. 

Miss Roman. I didn’t realize at that time it was so easy to become 
addicted. And I didn’t use it every day. But once in a while when 
someone had one and they came up to me and asked me if I wanted to 
get high I would take it. And then it got to be an everyday affair. 
And pretty soon I woke up one morning and I was sick and I didn’t 
know what was wrong with me. And I called up this girl that I knew, 
and I told her, “I don’t know what is wrong with me but I don’t feel 
very well.” I explained my symptoms to her. 

And she told me, she said, “Well, you have got a drug habit.” 

So then I knew. 

So from then on I was using drugs every day. 

Senator Dantet. How long did it take you from the first time you 
used heroin until you became addicted or felt that you had to have 
it? 

Miss Roman. I should say it was about 3 months. But in the be- 
ginning it wasn’t every day. I would say for the first month it was 
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probably once, twice a week, and the other 2 months, every other day, 


or maybe every day, or maybe 3 days straight and ‘then ‘skip a day. 
But in about 3 months I had a habit. 


Senator Danrev. You had the habit? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Or at least you thought you had the habit? 

Miss Roman. Yes; that is the way it was 

Senator Danie. And how much heroin did you take daily there- 
after? 

Miss Roman. I should say a sixteenth of an ounce a day at that 
time. 

Senator Dantret. What did it cost you? 

Miss Roman. Well, at that time, it wasn’t too expensive—$9 or $10. 

Senator Danrex. Per day? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. And were you still m show business ? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. By that time I was not. 

Senator Danie. What were you doing? 

Miss Roman. I was—this is rather embarrassing 

Senator Dantet. You certainly do not need to “tell the committee 
anything that you had rather not tell us. However, if you think that 
you are “willing to tell us the full picture we would like for you to 
tell us. 

Miss Roman. Well, I entered into prostitution. 

Senator DanteL. You entered into prostitution ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. So often, according to what we have heard thus 
far, that is the result when women become addicted to drugs. 

Miss Roman. The two run hand in hand, where you find prostitu- 
tion you will find drugs, and vice versa. 

Senator Dantet. All right, now go ahead. After you became so 
addicted you had to have money. 

Miss Roman. There was no other way to get the money. 

Senator Danret. You had to have $9 to $10 a day. And then did 
you finally have to have more a day than that? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. What did your habit finally run you a day? 

Miss Roman. Well, in 1951, when I was arrested in New York, at 
that time I was using from two- to three-sixteenths of an ounce a day. 
And that — costing me anywhere from $30 to $60 a day, as much 
as I could 

Senator wd Had you ever turned to prostitution before you 
got the drug habit ? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. And you say you turned to prostitution for what 
purpose, Miss Roman? 

Miss Roman. Drugs. 

Senator Dantev. To get the money to buy the drugs? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantret. And do you know other girls who did the same 
thing? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. From your own knowledge, how many can you 
say turned to prostitution beeause they acquired the drug habit ? 
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Miss Roman. I saw two girls die in the House of Detention in New 
York, I met a lot of girls that were drug addicts, and they were al! 
prostitutes. So you can draw your own conclusions. 

Senator Dantev. Before you got in the House of Detention did you 
know quite a few who also had become prostitutes because of drug 
addiction ¢ 

Miss Roman. Yes; many. 

Senator DanieL. You saw many? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniex. All right; now, then, go on and relate the rest 
of what happened. Did you do anything to try to get money? Or 
did you get enough from prostitution for drugs, or did you have to 
use other means ? 

Miss Roman. No; that is the only means I ever used to get money 
for drugs. 

Senator Danret. How long did you continue to use drugs, heroin, 
as you have told the committee? 

Miss Roman. Well, at that time, up until the time of my arrest in 
New York, I used drugs for approximately 214 years. 

Senator DanteL. And then you were arrested in New York? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. On what charges? 

Miss Roman. Prostitution. 

Senator Dante. And where were you sent? 

Miss Roman. I was sent to the Westfield State Farm for Women 
in Westchester County, N. Y. 

Senator Dantet. How long did you serve there? 

Miss Roman. I did 16 months. 

Senator Dantet. Did you get any drugs while there? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Did you get any treatment for addiction? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Did they give you the “cold turkey” cure, so-called, 
of taking away drugs completely ¢ 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danrev. Did that break the habit ! 

Miss Roman. It broke more than the habit. 

Senator Dantet. Go right ahead and explain. 

Miss Roman. I think it is a very animalistic way to try to treat a 
human being. I have heard an awful lot of people talk about drug 
addiction, but I think the only people who have the right to talk 
about it are drug addicts, because we are the only ones that know what 
it is like. And I think from my own experience that 95 percent of the 
drug addicts are sick, and they shouldn’t be just thrown in a hole 
somewhere and left to lay there and die. And I have seen them die. 

Senator Dante. Did you see them die in this New York prison ? 

Miss Roman. I saw two girls die in the House of Detention in New 
York from drug addiction. 

Senator DanteL. They were drug addicts? 

Miss Roman. That is right. One girl had a 15-year habit. 

a Danteu. And how long had she been in the House of Deten- 
tion % 

Miss Roman. She was there about 4 days when she died. 

Senator Danret. And you saw another one die ‘ 
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Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did you see any die after you went to the farm? 

Miss Roman. No; you see, by the time you get up there, by the time 
you get up to Westfield you have already kicked your habit, because 
you are in the house of detention until you go to court and you are 
sentenced, and perhaps you sit around and wait a week or 2 weeks even 
before they come to get you to take you up there. And so by the time 
vou have gotten up there you are pretty much over it. The only thing 
is that you probably don’t sleep for a while, a month or two, but you 
are all right. 

Senator Dantet. How do you know these two women died of having 
withdrawn from the drugs? 

Miss Roman. How do I know that they were withdrawn from the 
drugs? 

Senator Dante... How do you know they died from the withdrawal 
of the drugs. 

Miss Roman. The one girl I can’t say for sure, but the other girl 
I had known in the street. I knew she was a confirmed addict. And 
when they had her in the house of detention, you see, they had one 
whole block which they called the tank, that is where they put all the 
drug addicts, if you are really sick they deadlock you, you don’t come 
out of that cell for anything. The only way you can see—there is a 
little hole about this big [indicating], and you can look through. And 
naturally if one girl is sick all the girls are interested. And I person- 
ally saw this girl lying on the floor—I don’t want to make anyone sick 
but I am going to tell this—she was throwing up and it was actually 
black. I myself have thrown up in kicking a habit, but I have never 
seen anything like that before, that was the worst I have ever seen. 

And we called the matron, and the matron said, “Let her alone, she 
will be all right, all those junkies are the same.” 

Senator Danrev. You say that you have become deathly sick your- 
self from withdrawal of the drug? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. It is a terrible experience, I would suppose. 

Miss Roman. It is. 

Senator DanteL. You judge from what you saw and basing your 
opinion on her having been a long confirmed addict and having had 
the withdrawal of the drug, that is why she met her death? 

Miss Roman. That is right, and what was said afterward, after she 
died, was—— 

Senator Dantet. Go ahead with that. 

Miss Roman. The doctor in charge there said she didn’t like drug 
addicts anyway; she used to say right to our faces that we were the 
lowest type of humanity—which I don’t think is fair—however, one 
of the girls was working in the hospital when they took her to the 
hospital. They put her in a wheelchair and took her to the hospital, 
and when she got up there she was dying, and they waited all this time 
to give her a shot of morphine. It was too late. 

Senator Dante. She is the one you were describing who had been 
an addict for a long time? 

Miss Roman. That is right. Later on we learned from the girl who 
worked upstairs in the hospital that it was on her papers that she had 
died from drug addiction. 
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Senator DanreL. Now, were you ever treated at any time before you 
were released from your ‘prison sentence ? 

Miss Roman. No; I never had any treatment at the time. 

Senator Dante. How long was it after your release that you started 
back on drugs? 

First, did you think you could stay off drugs after you were 
released ¢ 

Miss Roman. Well, I will tell you what happened, and you can 
draw your own conclusions. When I got out on parole from West- 
field after 16 months—first of all, everyone is anxious to get out of 
jail, I don’t have to explain that to you. However, they have a very 
poor system. They get you a job, any kind of a job. IT am not saying 
Tam above anything, but there are some things that people don’t know 
how to do, and there are some things they are not suited for. They 
got me a job as a domestic. 

Senator Danrev. In someone’s home? 

Miss Roman. That is right, taking care of children. And that 
part was all right, although I didn’t go for it too much, I figured— 
well, you had to keep that. job 3 months and then you could change— 
1 figured I would stick it out. . 

Senator DanreL. You were out on parole? 

Miss Roman. Parole. 

Senator Dantev. For how long were you sentenced ? 

Miss Roman. I was sentenced for from 1 to 3 years, and I did 16 
months. 

Senator DanreL, And you were paroled, and some of the welfare 
agents helped you to get this job? 

Miss Roman. That is right. And then, of course, I began to run 
into people that I had known before, dope addicts, and so forth. And 
I decided there was only one thing for me to do if I wanted to stay 
off of drugs, I had to get out of New York. So that is what I did. 

Senator Dantev. Where did you go? 

Miss Roman. I came here. 

Senator Dante. Philadelphia? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator DanteLt. When was that? 

Miss Roman. That was 2 years and 4 months ago. 

Senator Danrex. Two years and four months ago! 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator DaNniet. And what did you do here in Philadelphia? 4 

Miss Roman. Well, I didn’t do too much, but I didn’t use drugs up 
until a year ago. 

Senator DanieL. What did you do in the meantime? Did you get 
a job? 

Miss Roman. Yes, I worked some, as a dancer, it is the only thing 
I know. 

Senator Danret. As a dancer here in Philadelphia? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Were you employed in any other type of work 
before you started using drugs? 

Miss Roman. No, sir; that is the only thing I have ever known how 
to do. 

Senator Danrevt. Then what started you back on drugs in Phila- 
delphia ? 
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Miss Roman. Well, when I was in the hospital—— 

Senator Danrex. In the intervening time you and your fiance had 
this automobile »ccident in 1954? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. And that brings us up to the time you were in 
the hospital ? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danret. And you were given the morphine? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dante.. And now, go on from there. You do not need to 
repeat, of course, what you have already told us. But having come 


Sout of the hospital, and after your treatment here in town with 
} morphine, ther. did you discover that you needed drugs again! 


Miss Roman. Well, I want to bring out one point. Any person 
who has ever been addicted to any extent, if they are treated with any 
derivatives of opium for, I would say, more than a week or 2 weeks, 


they are automatically drug addicts again, because your system doesn’t 
J seem to throw it off. 


Senator Danret. You are speaking from your own _ personal 


“J experience ? 


Miss Roman. From my own experience; yes. 

Senator Danrez. All right. 

Miss Roman. Anyway, after this doctor started treating me I knew 
I had a drug habit again, but I didn’t know where to get any drugs. 
And so I approached this fellow who had been a friend of my 


Hfiance’s, I knew he was from South Philadelphia, and I figured, 
} well, he must know something. 
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| message ? 


Senator Dante. What was his name? 

Miss Roman. Johnnie Maniscola. 

Senator Danrex. Johnnie Maniscola ? 

Miss Roman. Johnnie M-a-n-i-s-c-o-l-a. 

Senator Danre.. Go ahead and tell about your contact with him. 
Miss Roman. Well, through him I met Raymond Martorano. He 


| was here yesterday, I believe. 


Senator Dante. Yes; Raymond Martorano appeared before the 
committee yesterday, that is right. 

Mr. GasqueE. I believe he sent you a message last night. 

Miss Roman. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Gasque. Last night? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Who did he send it by? 

Mr. Driscotu. Judge Carroll, sir. 

Miss Roman. No; what is that girl’s name? 

Mr. Driscott. Wilma Porter. — 

Miss Roman. Yes; Wilma Porter. He said he hoped I died of 


cancer. 


Senator Danrex. That is a message from Raymond Martorano, last 


snight? 


Miss Roman. That is right. 
Senator WELKER. Do you have the message, or was it a verbal 


- 


Miss Roman. A verbal message. 
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Mr. Gasqure. Why do you think he sent you that message? 

Miss Roman. Well, I suppose he is mad because he thinks I testified 
against him. 

Senator Danre.. The first man you identified, Maniscola, you went 
to him to see where you could get the drugs ? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danie,. What did he tell you? 

Miss Roman. He told me he didn’t know, but he would make a phone 
call and find out and let me know later. 

Senator DanreL. What did he let you know ? 

Miss Roman. Later on he gave me a phone number and he told me 
ask for Long John, and tell him I was Lee—which is what everyone 
calls me, no one calls me Beverly—and to arrange to meet him some 
place. 

And so that evening I called him, and I ordered some heroin, and I 
told him to meet me right outside this building at Ninth and Chestnut. 

Senator Daniex. Did he meet you there? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. About what time? 

Miss Roman. It must have been around 8 or 8:30, if I remember 
correctly. 

Senator Dantet. And how was he to recognize you ? 

Miss Roman. I had a little white dog, a little fox terrier. So I 
told him that he would know me by a little white dog and that I was 
tall and had dark hair. 

Senator Danrex. Tell us, just how you made the contact. 

Miss Roman. I was standing on the corner with the dog, and I 
stood there for perhaps 15 minutes. And I saw this man approach, 
tall, and he had given a description of himself also. So he said to me, 
“Are you Lee?” 

And I said, “Yes, are you Long John?” 

He said, “Yes.” 

We walked down the street, I think about a block and a half, and 
got into his car. He gave me the drugs, I gave him the money. 

And then on every day twice a day I met him. Once in the morning 
and once in the evening. For the first about 5 months he delivered to 
me personally. 

And then on New Year’s Eve Lieutenant Driscoll raided a candy 
store on Fitzwater Street that he was connected with. 

After that he started delivering in a different manner. From then 
on he used two cars. 

Senator Dante... Before you get to that, how much did you buy the 
first time, and then during the period up until the lieutenant made 
this raid ? 

Miss Roman. At first I was buying 5 to 15 capenite a day. 

Senator DanteL. How much was that per day ! 

Miss Roman. Well, do you want me to break it down into sixteenths 
of ounces? 

Well, it takes approximately, I would say, nine of those capsules, 
they are quite big, to make a sixteenth of an ounce. So we will say a 
sixteenth and a half. 

Senator Danre.. And how much did that cost you? 

Miss Roman. It cost me $2 a capsule. 
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Senator Danret. So your habit or addiction at that time was cost- 
ing you a total of about how much per day ¢ 
Miss Roman. Well, it was costing me, say, between $15 and $30. 
Senator Danrex. And where did you have these meetings with him 
twice a day? 

Miss Roman. Well, at different places. 

Senator Danret. You always arranged by telephone to meet him? 

Miss Roman. Yes; by telephone. 

Senator Dantex. Now, go on. After Lieutenant Driscoll made the 
raid—was that about the 20th of January? 

Miss Roman. No; it was New Year’s Eve night. 

Senator DanteL. When and how did you make your contacts with 
Martorano? 

Miss Roman. Well, from then on he used the two cars, he would 
drive the first car, pick me up, take the money—actually the order 
was placed by telephone so he would know how much to bring—and he 
would take the money and then he would leave me out where he had 
prearranged with the other driver to meet me, and from the second 
driver I would get the drugs. 

Senator Dante. You would give him the money, and then the 
second driver would bring you the drugs? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danret. Who was the second driver? 

Miss Roman. I only know him as Tony. 

Mr. Driscott. His name is Anthony Povenzan. 

Senator Danren. Go ahead. 

Miss Roman. And that continued up until the time of my arrest, 
which was the 18th of May. 

Senator Dantex. What did you do to make enough money to buy 


) this heroin during this period of time in Philadelphia ? 


Miss Roman. I was selling it. 

Senator Dantet. You were selling it? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantret. And to whom would you sell? 

Miss Roman. To other drug addicts. 

Senator Danre,. And who told you about where to find them, or 
just how did you contact them ? 

Miss Roman. This all began through a drug addict named Conrad 
Dean. Through him or someone he had introduced me to I met 
everyone that I had sold drugs to. 

Senator Danre.. He introduced you to everyone that you later sold 
drugs to? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. What was your source of supply for these sales? 
Where did you get the drugs that you sold? 

Miss Roman. From Raymond Martorano. 


Senator Danret. In other words, you didn’t use all that you bought 
from him ¢ 


Miss Roman. No, sir. 
Senator DanreL. You used only part of them? 
Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danie. And sold the balance? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 
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Senator Danrev. And just about how much did your sales run? 
What would you say they averaged, roughly, per day? 

Miss Roman. Well, between $60 and $100 a day. 

Senator Dante. In other words, you sold enough to pay for your 
own addiction plus some profit? 

Miss Roman. No, I didn’t make any profit. 

Senator Danie. You didn’t make any profit ? 

Miss Roman. No. 

Senator Dante. Just enough to take care of your own addiction? 

Miss Roman. That is all. 

Senator Dantet, And then you were arrested when ? 

Miss Roman. On May 18. 

Senator Danret. On making a sale? 

Miss Roman. No, I was arrested through an arrest made the previ- 
ous day of a person whom [I had sold to. And that person signed 
a statement against me, and that led to my arrest. 

Senator Dantet. Is the telephone used often between addicts and 
the junk peddlers? 

Miss Roman. I didn’t use the telephone with any of my customers. 
The only time I used a phone was to call Raymond Martorano, and 
then I would go out and use a booth phone. 

Senator Danrex. You used the telephone in contacting your scource 
of supply? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Is the telephone used often in such instances as 
that to your knowledge? 

Miss Roman. Yes, but I wouldn’t say that a personal phone would — 
be used, a person would be more likely to go out and use a public F 
phone. 

Senator Dante... But if all of your contacts with addicts were in fF 
person, not by telephone, how did you know how much to buy for F 
them ? 

Miss Roman. I didn’t do it that way. You see, they knew the hours 
that I woud go to meet Martorano, and they knew to be there before F 
I would go. I always left the house at a quarter of 6. 

Senator Daniev. At your house? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Danie. Where was that ? 

Miss Roman. 702 Pine. And they would know to be there an by 
5:30. And they would tell me what they wanted. 

Senator Danret._And about how many did you sell to each day! f 

Miss Roman. Five. 

Senator Danie. Five? 

Miss Roman. Five. ; 

Senator Danret. Where did Martorano get the drugs that you 
bought from him ? 

Miss Roman. He never confided that to me. 

Senator Danret. He never talked to you about that ? 

Miss Roman. No; I heard rumors, but only rumors. 

Senator Danret. Only rumors? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danret Did those rumors come from anybody who wae 
associated with Martorano? 

Miss Roman. No, just vague. 
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Senator Danrex. Senator Welker. 

Senator WeLKer. Beverly, how much education did you have? 

Miss Roman. Very little. 

Senator WeLker. Would you tell me, please? 

Miss Roman. About the fifth grade. 

Senator Wetxker. I am like Senator Daniel there; I think you are 
very gracious to come here, and I know what a beating you are taking 
in testifying, and I know something of the suffering you are enduring 
in telling the American people this story. We want to hear the full 
story, because this is the first time we have ever had a witness come 
before any senatorial committee and unburden herself like you have. 
It isn’t any disgrace not to have had a great deal of education. Do you 
mind telling me what you did have? 

Miss Roman. About the fifth grade. 

Senator Wetxer. And I think you said your mother passed away 
when you were 4 or 5. 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator WeLKer. Your father, did he remarry ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. And you didn’t choose to live in the broken 
home ? 

Miss Roman. No. 

= We ker. You came into the dancing profession in New 
York? 

Miss Roman. No, I didn’t enter into it in New York. Dayton, Ohio, 
was the first place I ever worked in show business. 

Senator Wetker. How did you learn your profession of dancing? 

Miss Roman. Well, you really don’t have to know very nuch about 
dancing when you go to work in a chorus in burlesque where all you 
have to do is know how to kick when the girl in front of you kicks. 

Senator Danie. Were you ever married ? 

Miss Roman. No, sir. 

Senator WeixKer. And this fiance of yours, when his life was taken 
in the accident, that was the first time that you had ever planned on 
marriage ¢ 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Have you ever belonged to a church ? 

Miss Roman. I am an Indian. 

Senator Werker. Well, some Indians belong to churches, don’t 


| they? 


Miss Roman. Oh, yes, I have gone to church. 

Senator WELKER. Have you ever been a religious girl ? 

Miss Roman. Not overly so; no. 

Senator Wetker. Where did you belong to the church, or why 
didn’t you go to church, Beverly # 

Miss Roman. Well, I went when I was in jail. 

Senator WeLKer. You went to church when you were in jail ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator We.ker. Did you ever go to church prior to going to jail? 

Miss Roman. Yes, I have gone, not very often, I must admit, but I 


» have gone. I like the Catholic religion. 


Senator Wetker. Now, you have had this experience, and it has 


| been a hard one on you. Do you think a religious education would 
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have helped you from doing the things that brought about your 
trouble? 

Miss Roman. Yes, I think probably it would have. I think just a 
plain old moral education would have done a lot of good. I just 
didn’t—well, I suppose I turned away from it myself in a way. 

Senator Wetker. Would you tell us why you didn’t have that moral 
education? Was it because of the broken home and nobody cared for 
Beverly; did you feel alone? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. I told you my father was an alcoholic at 
that time. 

Senator Wetker. Your father was an alcoholic? 

Miss Roman. And he didn’t even know that I was alive. 

Senator Danret. Did you have any brothers and sisters? 

Miss Roman. I have one brother, and he doesn’t even know I am 
alive either. 

Senator Wetxer. Your first experience happened when you were 
arrested in New York? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. And that was for prostitution ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. And you served time in the house of correction; 
is that correct ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. And you actually were off the drug when you 
went in the house of correction because of the long delay ? 

Miss Roman. That is right. It had been about 5 weeks by the time 
I finally got up there to start to do my time. 

Senator WeLKeER. Tell us why, Beverly, you ever got back to the 
drug. 

Miss Roman. I have explained it. 

Senator WELKER. Was it because of your accident? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Werxer. I understood from your testimony that when you 
got out of the house of correction, you first started to see the people 
who once were engaged in that traffic. Maybe I didn’t hear you cor- 
rectly. 

Miss Roman. That is true, that is what I said. 

Senator WeLKer. But you never used drugs until after the acci- 
dent? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. Let me ask you this question. And I have thought 
this a great deal in my lifetime, especially, since I have been defending 
people charged with crime, and in a sense I have prosecuted them in 
other instances. Had you had a place in life to go, a place to work 
wherein you could do your work honestly and fairly, do you think you 
would ever have gotten back in the habit after you were released from 
the house of correction ? 

Miss Roman. I would never have used drugs again, I am very sure 
about it. 

Senator Weixer. I am sure you will agree with me that it is a 
tragedy for people to get out of the penitentiary or penal institution 
and have no friends 

Miss Roman. They are better off to stay in jail. 
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But there is one thing, you see, that I firmly believe. Punishment 
doesn’t help a drug addict. I am not saying that because I have been 
an addict. Punishment will not stop them, the only thing that will 
help is for someone to take an interest in them. 

Senator WELKER. When a man is a onetime loser and has been con- 
victed, he can’t go back to the small community from whence he came, 
because everybody knows that he is an ex-convict, it is really impos- 
sible for him to get a job. So he goes back to crime. Isn’t that a fair 
assumption, Beverly ? 

Miss Roman. I haven’t thought that way myself. I have always 
felt that there was a chance for a person strong enough, there are 
plenty of places to go to start over. 

Senator WELKER. Suppose they get a job application and it says, 
“Have you ever been convicted of a crime?” What I am trying to 
bring out is a refusal of an employer to hire you. I have had this 
many, many times in my life. 

Miss Roman. I can understand that. But I still say, it lies within 
each individual. If you want to stay off of drugs you would be will- 
ing to wash dishes. 

Senator WetKer. I might say this. In my young life I have re- 
ligiously hired people from the Idaho State Prison who tried to start 
a new life at my ranch. I tried to give them a chance even though I 
knew they had paid their penalty, I knew they were trying to start 
over and I tried to give them a chance. And although it is not di- 
rected exactly at what we are inquiring about, I thought perhaps we 
could learn something about the failure of humanity, society as a 
whole, to meet people who have been in distressed conditions and help 
them start anew. 

Miss Roman. I think that you said a very true thing when you said 
that about not being able to get the type of job a person would want, 
and that would probably have a lot to do with putting them in a de- 
pressed mood so that they would be open for most anything that came 
along. But once a person has been through an experience like the one 
I have just been through, and I am still going through, that is the end. 
How much can you stand ? 

Senator WELKER. Well, I hope that you don’t leave the impression 
with us and the people here that you are at the end of the line. 

Miss Roman. No, I don’t mean that. You misunderstand me. I 
mean, it is time I woke up. 

Senator Wetker. Realizing that you have a big obligation, and 
you are willing to try to do that when you serve your time and pay 
your penalty. 

Miss Roman. That is the way I feel. 

Senator Wetker. I hope you always remember that when winter 
comes, spring won’t be far behind. 

Now, I want to ask you this on the question of narcotics. What 
sort of a thrill do you get out of a shot or two of heroin? Tell us in 
your own words. 

Miss Roman. Well, it is a question I’ve been asked many times, and 
I have never been able to answer it. 

Senator Wexxer. I have asked people who were addicts, and they 
told me that they got sleepy, or their feet got higher, they were step- 
ping higher than ordinary. I have always wondered what sort of a 
thrill an addict got out of it. 
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Miss Roman. I will put it this way. Have you ever been depressed, 
really depressed ? 

Senator WeLKer. I will say that few people can serve their country 
and see the problems that we have without getting depressed some- 
times. 

Miss Roman. Put yourself in one of your worst depressed moods, 
and say this, along comes something that lifts it off your shoulders, 
you don’t have a care in the world. That is what it is like. 

Senator WetKeER. That is at the beginning? 

Miss Roman. Yes, that is only the beginning. Later on it is a 
necessity, it is no longer a thrill. 

Senator WeLxKer. Later on it is a necessity. Are you relieved of 
your burden and your sorrows then? 

Miss Roman. No, you are heaped with them then. 

Senator Weiker. You are merely seeking the drug as a way out of 
the present ? 

Miss Roman. You merely seek the drug when you become badly 
addicted because without it you can’t stand it, you can’t stand any- 
a yourself or anyone else, the pain, the misery, you’re sick, that 
is all. 

Senator Wetker. Were you given the reduction treatment after 
your arrest in May here? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLker. You were gradually reduced? 

Miss Roman. To some extent, I mean, to the extent I wasn’t too 
bad off. But not to the extent that it was too easy. But I felt that 
was fair, and I appreciated it. 

Senator WeLxkrr. Do you feel now the urge for drugs? 

Miss Roman. No; I don’t. 

Senator Wetker. Do you feel now that you are not sensitive to the 
desire for drugs as you were during the sentencing period ? 

Miss Roman. I feel now that if I saw them I would run the other 
way. 

Senator Wetker. Did you feel that way when you went up to the 
House of Correction in New York? 

Miss Roman. I didn’t, no, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. That was more or less of a first experience to a 
young girl? 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. Outside of your dancing and the other work that 
you have related here, have you ever done anything else than what 
you have been charged with here and this peddling? 

Miss Roman. In Philadelphia? No, sir. 

Senator Waker. Did you ever have a desire to steal ? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator WeLKer. Did you ever steal? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir; but nothing serious. 

Senator WeLker. How would you do that? By shoplifting? 

Miss Roman. I did that a couple of times, but I always got caught, 
I am not very good at that type of thing. 

Senator We.ker. A lot of that goes on by those who use drugs, does 
it not? 

Miss Roman. Well, since I never did it too much I don’t know too 
much about it, but from what I have heard it is pretty popular. 














ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 565 


Senator Wetker. You necessarily had to be pretty well acquainted 
with these people you sold drugs to, didn’t you, Beverly ‘ 

Miss Roman. Well, yes; I was well acquainted. 

Senator Weiker. How did they get the money to pay you, do you 
know ? 

Miss Roman. No; I really don’t. As long as they had it I never 
questioned them. 

Senator Wetker. Did you know whether they worked or whether 
they had to steal or lie, cheat, to get the money ? 

Miss Roman. They all worked, I do know that. 

Senator Wetker. What kind of work did they do that would permit 
them to have the habit and sustain the habit. 

Miss Roman. Well, one was a diamond setter. Another had a dry 
goods store. Another worked in a formal rental—you know they rent 
the tuxedoes and formal wear—another was a hairdresser. They all 
had their professions. 

Senator Werker. They all had professions that paid them suffi- 
ciently so that you could supply them ? 

Miss Roman. That I don’t know. I don’t know if they made enough 
money to buy the drugs or not. I do know they worked. 

Senator Wetxer. What I am trying to bring out, and I am proba- 
bly blundering in doing it, you do know as an old pro in this busi- 
ness that any of those users had to steal and violate the different laws 
of society to sustain their habit, and also to sustain you. 

Miss Roman. No, this particular group of people you are wrong 
about. 

Senator WeLxer. You had a pretty select group, then. 

Miss Roman. Well, I won’t say they were select, but they were a lit- 
tle different than the average drug addicts. 

Senator WeLKer. Raymond Martorano was a pretty large dealer 
in narcotics, wouldn’t you say ? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Since he supplied you, so that you could supply 
others ? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know of any others he supplied like your- 
self? 

Miss Roman. No, he was very secretive about everything he did. 

Senator WELKER. Very secretive? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator WetKer. And he was the one that sent word to you last 
night that he hoped you died of cancer ? 

Miss Roman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And I think you said he sent it by a messenger 
named Wilma? 

Miss Roman. Wilma. 

Senator Weixer. He was the man that appeared before this com- 
mittee and refused to testify on his constitutional right and refused 
to be photographed because he had four children. Do you remember 
that ? 

Miss Roman. I wasn’t here yesterday. 

Senator Wetker. I am relating it to you as I saw it from here. 
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Beverly, certainly I speak for the chairman, Chairman Daniel, of 
Texas, and myself, we appreciate your coming before us. I know it 
hasn’t been easy. 

Miss Roman. I appreciate having had the opportunity to speak, 
because if I have done anything that has enlightened you in any way 
it makes me happy just to know that. 

Senator Werker. I will only answer that by saying this, that in 
the opinion of the Junior Senator from Idaho, unless stories like yours 
are told to the American people we will never do anything with drug 
addicts, no matter how many congressional hearings we have in Phila- 
delphia or throughout this Nation. In my opinion we must start at 
home, with the church and with our education. And I think your 
testimony that dealt with education is the best possible type of evi- 
dence. Thank you. 

Senator DanteL. Why did you feel that you should come before 
us and volunteer to do it? Do you want to try to do something to 
warn other people about this matter? 

Miss Roman. Well, I feel that maybe if you get down to the bottom 
of it—and it starts with the addicts, there is no two ways about it. 
God has made it that way, you will try todo something. I don’t know 
what the answer is. Maybe you people can figure out something. 

Senator Dantet. What do you think will be the answer? You see, 
we are faced with the problem here of 2,000 people being sent to have 
treatment from Philadelphia alone this year. Some of them got prett 
long sentences, but all of them will be back someday when they finis 
those sentences. And you yourself will be back someday, somewhere. 
Just what would you suggest ought to be done to keep those people 
from getting back on drugs? 

Miss Roman. Well, you need a help program. You need some 
place—not a prison—to send addicts, you are wrong right there, be- 
cause a drug addict—well, I think they need psychiatry, all of them, 
myself included, I think we all need psychiatry. And we need fresh 
air, good food, rehabilitation. You don’t get it in the kind of prisons 
that I have been in. 

Senator Dantev. You think there should be some kind of rehabili- 
tation program after a drug addict is turned out of prison ? 

Miss Roman. That is right. And for that matter, I have never 
been to Lexington myself, but I think there should be something on 
the order of Lexington, I think they should have a place primarily 
for drug addicts instead of mixing them all together, I think you 
should take all the drug addicts and put them there together. 

Senator Danie. You are talking about the drug addicts that are 
not guilty of selling drugs or other crimes? 

Miss Roman. That is right, just of using drugs. 

Senator Dante. Just of using drugs alone? 

Miss Roman. That is right. And I think they should be given 
treatment; I don’t think they should be allowed to lie in the county 
jail and kick their habits, that is inhuman. 

Senator Daniex. Do you have any other suggestions to make to 
law-enforcement officials as to what should be done when these people 
come back into society ? 

Miss Roman. Well, I think medical probation is a good thing. 

Senator Dantex. Medical probation ? 
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Miss Roman. That is right. I think as long as a person knows that 
they have to report to a doctor once a week or once every 2 weeks, 
whatever it is, that they will stay pretty straight, because I know 
if I were up against something like that I wouldn’t be sticking needles 
in my arm. j 

Senator Dantev. Do you think medical probation of an addict after 
he is released from prison for an indeterminate period would be a 
good thing? ; ; ; 

Miss Roman. That is right, up until the time that the probation 
officer would come to the conclusion that the person was strong enough 
to go it alone. Of course, there would be failures, but even if you 
had a few that did make it, it would be worth it, because right now 
no one makes it, hardly. 

Senator Dantet. Now, you told Senator Welker, a person who really 
wants to can always find a place to start over again. 

Miss Roman. That is right. 

Senator Danrex. You came to Philadelphia to do that after being 
released from New York prison; didn’t you? 

Miss Roman. Yes. se 

Senator Dantet. But you got right back into addiction here. 

Miss Roman. The circumstances. 

Senator Danzev. I imagine that you would recommend to the com- 
mittee that never should a doctor treat a drug addict with drugs, no 
matter how severe the pain might be? 

Miss Roman. That is right. A synthetic drug would be all right, 
but not morphine. 

Senator Dante. You mean a non-habit-forming drug. 

Miss Roman. There are some synthetic drugs. They are habit 
forming, but a synthetic drug does not get you high. It will take 
away the pain, but you do not get a thrill. Do you understand what 
I mean? 

Senator Dantet. Yes. Some people have advocated that the way 
to solve this whole problem and get rid of the peddlers is to just 
legalize the narcotics and give free shots to those who come in and 
by examination prove themselves to be addicts. Would you care to 
give any comment on that ? 

Miss Roman. I think what Mr. Bransky has said is very true, I 
think it would just make the situation worse. 

Senator Danret. You do? 

Miss Roman. Yes, I do. 

Senator Dantex. You do not think that kind of treatment of addicts 
would be a good thing? 

Miss Roman. No, I do not. 

Senator Dantet. For them or the community ? 

Miss Roman. No, I do not. 

Senator Dante. Senator Welker went into your education and 
church to some extent. Did you ever go to Sunday School ? 

Miss Roman. A few times. 

Senator Dantet. A few times? 

Miss Roman. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. Did you ever belong to a church or join a church? 

Miss Roman. No. 

Senator Werker. I want to say this to you, Beverly, I think the 
committee would like to hear from you more often, and although we 
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get thousands of letters a day, I am sure that we will be glad to 
1ear from you, how you are getting along, and to have you offer us 
any suggestions that you can. There isn’t anything that we can do 
to help you in your dilemma now, but it might be that we can do 
something to help persons that may find themselves in the circum- 
stances that you were. 

We wish you the best of everything, Beverly, and want you to know 
that all the world hasn’t forgotten you. 

Miss Roman. Thank you. 

Senator Danret. The next witness is Margaret Moore. 

Will you raise your right hand, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics 
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Miss Moore. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARGARET MOORE, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator WetKer. Your name is Margaret Moore? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Where do you live? 

Miss Moore. 1808 North 11th Street. 

Senator Wetker. What is your age? 

Miss Moore. Thirty-five. 

Senator Wreiker. And what has been your employment? 

Miss Moorr. Income tax from my house. 

Senator Wevxer. I didn’t hear you. 

Miss Moore. From my house; roomers. 

Mr. Gasqur. We didn’t understand you. 

Miss Moorr. You said what was my income? 

Senator Wevxer. No; I said what was your occupation? 

Miss Moore. I was selling a little drugs—dope. 

Senator WeLKeER. Do you call that unloading ¢ 

Mr. McDernorr. She says she was selling a little drugs. 

Senator Wrerxer. Selling a little drugs. And prior to that time 
Miss Moore, what did you do? 

Miss Moore. I was doing housework. 

Senator Wri «er. You live in Philadelphia; do you? 

Miss Moore. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. Did you ever become addicted to the use of nar- 
cotics? 

Miss Moorr. No, sir. 

Senator Wri ker. You sold drugs yourself? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLKrerR. Where did you get the drugs to sell ? 

Miss Moore. From John Wallace. 

Senator Weikrer. And do you know where Wallace is now? 

Miss Moore. He is upstairs. 

Senator WeLkerR. He is up here in jail? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wertker. And how many drugs did you sell daily? 

Miss Moore. | <lidn’t sell many a day. 
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Senator Werxer. Did you sell 1 pill, one-sixteenth of an ounce, 
or 2 pills, or one-eighth, or what? 

Miss Moore. I sold about 16 a day—16 capsules a day. 

Senator WetKer. And how much did you get for the 16 capsule: 
per day ? 

Miss Moore. $28. 

Senator WELKER. What did you use the $28 for! 

Miss Moore. Food, and I bought me some clothes, and I bought 
my kid some clothes. 

‘Senator We.xer. How much did it cost you per day to get the 
drugs that you sold? 1 

Miss Moore. I bought it by the quarter pieces; a quarter piece 
would last a week. 

Mr. McDermorr. A quarter piece would be a quarter of an ounce. 

Senator WELKER. And how much profit would that be? 

Miss Moore. About $140, $150, something like that. 

Senator WeLker. How did you get involved in the selling of drugs? 

Miss Moorr. Roscoe Nash, 

Senator WeLKeErR. Did he ask you to do it for him? 

Miss Moore. No; he bought it first. 

Senator WELKER. I understand that, then he sold it to you for sale 
to someone else ? 

Miss Moors. No; he give me some to sell and he kept some himself. 

Senator WeLkeErR. He gave you some to sell first ? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. And had you made any promise or arrangement 
when he gave you that? 

Miss Moore. He had made the arrangement, himself. 

Mr. McDermotr. Meaning Roscoe Nash? 

Miss Moore. Yes, 

Senator WELKER. How long did you sell drugs? 

Miss Moore. About a couple of months. 

Senator WeLKerR. About a couple of months. And who did you 
sell the drugs to? 

Miss Moore. A girl named Terry Barrett. 

Senator WELKER. Was shea user? Or did she sell? 

Miss Moore. She was a user. 

Senator WELKER. Where did she get her money, if you know, that 
she used to buy the drugs from you ? 

Miss Moore. She used to go out and make money, I don’t know 
where she could get it from. 

Mr. McDermorrt. May I add, sir? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Mr. McDermort. She is under arrest for 50 or 60 burglary jobs, for 
burglaring apartments, selling stolen property from these burglaries 
to Margaret Moore and Roscoe Nash for drugs in exchange. 

Senator WeLker. Then I take it that you started this peddling 
business just to make money; is that right ? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Miss Moore, did it ever occur to you that you were 
killing people, or destroying the lives of other people by the sale of 
this drug? 

Miss Moore. Yes, sir; and I stopped, too. 

Senator WELKER. You stopped ! 





570 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Miss Moore. Yes, sir. 

Senator WreLker. You stopped because of the arrest, because you 
realized the 

Miss Moore. Before I got arrested. 

Senator Werker. Is that true, Lieutenant? Did she stop before 
her arrest ? 

Mr. McDermorr. Well, she stopped after we tore her house apart 
one night. Right? 

Miss Moore. Yes. 

Mr. McDermort. But prior to this arrest. 

Senator Wetker. Did you find anything? 

Mr. McDermorrt. No, on that occasion we didn’t find anything. 

Senator WELKER. Prior to this arrest what did you find and how did 
you find it? 

Mr. McDermort. There was an arrest or raid on her house on one 
occasion, and the only thing that was found was some capsules with 
a small residue of heroin in each capsule, in each empty capsule. And 
that was analyzed, there was a suflicient amount to have it analyzed. 
And on the strength of that she was arrested on that occasion. 

Then she got out on bail on that occasion and while she was out on 
bail we arrested Terry Barrett and another girl for a number of 
burglary jobs. And when it was disclosed that the proceeds of these 
burglaries was used to purchase drugs from Margaret Moore and 
Roscoe Nash, she was then again arrested on that charge. 

Senator WeLker. Did you plead guilty or not guilty ? 

Miss Moore. I plead guilty. 

Senator Wextker. I think that is all. 

Senator Dantet. How many years were you sentenced for? 

Miss Moore. Two to five. 

Senator Daniex. Do you think that after you serve your sentence 
that you will stay out of this racket when you get back ? 

Miss Moors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. That is all. 

John Wallace. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics, 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Wattace. Yes. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN WALLACE, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Dantet. What is your name? 

Mr. Watxace. John Wallace. 

Senator Daniet. And where do you live? 

Mr. Watace. 1823 North 11th Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Senator Dantex. Have you come before us voluntarily, are you will- 
ing es testify to this committee about anything that will be helpful 
to us 

Mr. WA.LAcE. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Senator Welker. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Wallace, tell me what, if any, education you 
have had. , 

Mr. Watace. Four years of college, high school. 
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Senator Wetxer. What college, Mr. Wallace? 

Mr. Watiace. Howard and Florida A. and M. College. 

Mr. Gasque. Howard University in Washington, D. C., and Florida 
A. and M. in Tallahassee, Fla. 

Senator Werxer. Did you graduate from Howard? 

Mr. Watuace. No, sir. 

Senator We.tker. From Tallahassee? 

Mr. Watuace. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. What were you studying there? 

Mr. Watuace. Physical education, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Were you an athlete? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What type of an athlete? 

Mr. Watuace. Football. 

Senator WeLKeErR. What did you play ? 

Mr. Watuace. Tackle. 

Senator Weixer. How long did you play football as a tackle? 

Mr. Watxiace. You mean my whole athletic career? 

Senator Werker. Yes. 

Mr. Watuace. Nine years. 

Senator WeLkKer. You played college ball ? 

Mr. Wattace. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And what else did you do after you got through 
with college? 

Mr. Watuace. Well, I came home to Philadelphia, and I worked. 

Senator WeLker. What sort of work did you do, John? 

Mr. Watxace. Well, I worked in a recreation hall for the city for 
a while, and then I did labor for a while, and odd jobs, ditferent jobs. 

Senator We.ker. Tell me about your family background. Are your 
mother and father alive? 

Mr. Watiace. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.ker. And do you have brothers and sisters? 

Mr. Watuace. I have a sister. 

Senator WELKER. Just a sister? 

Mr. Watuace. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Have you gone to church quite regularly ? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What church? 

Mr. Watxace. Bright Hope Baptist Church, 12th and Oxford. 

Senator Werker. Did you attend church regularly ? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLkER. Were you what you would call a devout Chris- 
tian ? 

Mr. Wauiace. I wouldn’t call it a devout Christian, sir. 

Senator We.Lker. Did you engage with a man by the name of Graves 
in the bond business here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. What kind of a business was that? 

Mr. Watuace. Bail bondster. We went criminal bail bond, for 
criminals that were incarcerated for crimes in the Philadelphia area. 
And we had a license. 

Senator WeLker. Did you do pretty well in that business? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. About how much money did you make? 
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Mr. Watiace. Well, it was a decent living, $75, $80 a week, some- 
times. 

Senator We.ker. That is for each of you? 

Mr. Wa.LAcE. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. And your job was to be around in a courtroom 
when somebody needed bond ? 

Mr. Watuace. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. What Cobain company did you write for? 

Mr. Wattace. The Citizens Casualty Co., of New York City. 

Senator WeLker. Did you have to put up any security prior to 
getting that job? 

Mr. Wat.ace. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, after you and Graves started to get into 
bond business, did you start peddling heroin ? 

Mr. Watiace. About a week, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You lasted a week at this business ? 

Mr. Watxace. It was about a week after we opened our office that 
I started in this heroin traffic. 

Senator WeLxer. Had you ever sold any heroin prior to this rela- 
tionship with Graves? 

Mr. Watxace. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, is it true, John, that Graves was teachin 
re how to sell heroin while you were teaching him the bail-bon 

usiness ? 

Mr. WauLAceE. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Where is Graves now ? 

Mr. Watace. He is in the County Prison, sir. 

Senator WeLKeER. For what kind of offense? 

Mr. Wat.ace. Selling narcotics. 

Senator Werxer. Now, your testimony is that you lasted only 
about a week in the bail-bond business before you started selling 
heroin ? 

Mr. Watace. I stated before that I started a week after we opened 
our office. 

Senator WELKER. And how long did you sell heroin ? 

Mr. Wautuace. For November and December, sir. 

Senator WeLkErR. About 2 months? 

Mr. Watace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Who did you first sell heroin to? 

Mr. Watace. I believe it was Margaret Moore, the defendant that 
just left here. 

Senator WeLKer. Tell us about those circumstances? 

Mr. Wauxace. Well, it was more or less of a favor. I would get the 
heroin, purchase heroin from Randolph Graves for $90, and I would 
sell it to Margaret Moore for $100 for a half ounce, which was com- 
monly called a half piece in the narcotic traffic. 

Senator WELKER. You bought it for $9 and sold it for—— 

Mr. Watuace. $90. 

Senator WELKER. I beg your pardon. And you sold it to Margaret 
Moore for $100? ’ 

Mr. Watuace. That is right. 

Senator WELKER. So you made a $10 profit ? 

Mr. Watuace. That is right. 
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Senator We.xker. Then did that business relationship keep going 
for some time? 

Mr. Watxace. Well, off and on. 

Senator WELKER. Did you sell to anyone other than Miss Moore? 

Mr. Wattace. Charles Ward. 

Senator WELKER. I saw his picture, Lieutenant. 

Mr. McDermorr. Yes; Charles Ward, Renetta Ward, man and 
wife; and several customers. 

Senator WELKER. This was a man and wife, was it? 

Mr. Wauace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLxer. How much did they buy? 

Mr. Watiace. About a half an ounce, $100 an ounce. 

Senator WeLKer. How often would they buy it? 

Mr. Watiace. Well, it was more or less a favor; he had been going 
to New York and his connection in New York had went bad, and he 
asked me if I knew where he could get some stuff. So, knowing 
Graves, my partner, I said “Yes,” more or less as a favor. And he 
said, “Well, I would like for you to get me” 

Senator WeLxer. Are these two the only persons you ever sold 
narcotics to? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir; I believe so. 

Senator Daniet. You say Ward was getting his narcotics in New 
York to sell ? 

Mr. Watwace. He told me that his connection was bad in New 
York and asked me could I get any—his connection fell in New York 
and asked me could I get narcotics for him. 

Senator Dante. That is Charles Ward? Is he outside. 

Mr. Wat.ace. He is upstairs. 

Senator WELKER. Very briefly, how do you handle this heroin ? 

Mr. WaxLace. How do I handle it? 

Senator WeLker. You got it from your partner, Graves? 

Mr. Wattace. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Do you know where he got it? 

Mr. Wauuace. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Where did he tell you he got it? 

Mr. Wattace. Well, he would always mention the white boy, and 
just say Frankie, that is all I knew. 

Senator WeLKER. Frankie? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Did you ever see Frankie? 

Mr. WatuaAce. No, sir. 

Senator WeLxer. Did you ever inquire about him ? 

Mr. Watuace. About Frankie? No, sir. I was under the impres- 
sion it was Frankie Tenudo. 

Senator Welker. That is a white man? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. Here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Wauace. I believe so. 

Senator WELKER. Now, how did you handle this heroin?’ You knew 
it was hot stuff, didn’t you? 

Mr. Wattace. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, tell us and the committee here just how 
you hide and secrete this stuff and how you carry out the transaction ? 

68489—56—pt. 216 
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Mr. Wattace. I didn’t hide it. 

Senator WeLker. Where did you get it? 

Mr. Wauuace. I put it in my pocket and catch a cab and come on 
uptown. 

Senator WELKER. Come on uptown to see 1 of these 2 people? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiter. And would it be delivered to you the same day 
in another load ? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Do you realize now what a mistake it was you 
made? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. Splendid you realize that. 

Mr. Wattace. I realized it the day I was incarcerated. 

Senator Weiker. You have never been a user yourself? 

Mr. Watuace. No, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. You knew, did you not, the effects it would have 
upon your body and mind? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. You knew that as an athlete, didn’t you? 

Mr. Watuace. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. And disregarding what you knew of the effects 
of drugs on the body and mind as an athlete, notwithstanding, you 
went out in the world and sold this drug; is that true? 

Mr. Watace. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you think if you ever got out of prison you 
would start this racket again ? 

Mr. Wautace. No, sir. 

Senator Wetker. I hope not. 

I have no further questions. 

Senator Danrev. Did you ever see this so-called Frankie who was 
Graves’ source of supply ? 

Mr. Wattace. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. You have no idea who the man is other than what 
you have told us? 

Mr. Watxace. No, sir. 

Senator DANIEL. All right, that is all. 

Senator Wetker. Thank you very much, John. 

Senator Danret. Mr. Marr, will you come forward, please? We 
appreciate your being with us. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee investigating narcotics 


will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 
Mr. Marr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF KENNETH A. MARR, BUREAU OF CUSTOMS, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Dantext. Will you state your name and occupation, please, 
sir? 

Mr. Marr. Kenneth A. Marr, customs agent in charge, Bureau of 
Customs, Treasury Department, Philadelphia, Pa. 
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Senator DanieL. For what area are you agent in charge of customs? 
Mr. Marr. All of Pennsylvania with the exception of Erie County, 
all of New Jersey with the exception of the counties bordering on the 
Hudson River, and all of Delaware. 
Senator Dantet. Now, the duty of your office is to prevent the smug- 
ling of narcotics into this area. 


Mr. Marr. We investigate after the seizure is made by the collector's 
patrol. 


Senator Danret. Isee. You are principally concerned, though, with 
the customs agency in smuggling from foreign countries ? 

Mr. Marr. Smuggling from foreign countries any merchandise, 
contraband, diamonds, other valuation of merchandise. 

Senator Danrex. Or narcotics? 

Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 


Senator Danrex. Do you have a prepared statement ? 
Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 


Senator Dantet. We will make that a part of the record. And I 
believe you also have some statistics as to seizures? 

Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Made by your office? 

Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 


Senator Dante. And we will make all those a part of the record, 
and then we will be glad to hear from you on any particular items you 
wish to call to our attention, or any suggestions that you have that 
will enable this committee to make a report back to the Congress. 

(The document referred to, Schedule of Drugs Shipped to Drugs 
Disposal Committee, is as follows :) 


CusToMs INFORMATION EXCHANGE, 
New York, N. Y., Jume 26, 1951. 
To customs officers: Re section 27.56 C. M. 1943. 
Subject: Narcotic Drugs. 


List oF Narcotic Drucs 


The following drugs have been found to contain specific narcotics which are 
prohibited importation into the United States. The list was compiled from 
laboratory reports, publications, and other sources of information. This list 
supersedes all previous lists. 

Medicinal preparations under various Chinese names are not listed because 
in recent years these drugs have failed to show any narcotics present. Such 
drugs should be closely watched. 

The list is by no means complete because new names are being given to drugs 
every day in various countries. Some of the drugs listed, although formerly 
containing narcotics, may now be found free of such compounds. The list is 
divided into two part, Aand B. List A covers those drugs which have been found 
to contain opium, coca leaves, marihuana, or derivatives thereof. List B con- 
tains the so-called synthetic drugs. 


List A 


(Derived from opium, coca leaves or marihuana) 


Specific narcotics contained in the following drugs are identified by code 
number preceding the name of the drug as follows: 
Opium 
Morphine, its salts or derivatives 
Codeine, its salts or derivatives 
Heroin, its salts or derivatives 
Other opium source alkaloids 
Coca leaves, cocaine, and derivatives 
Marihuana or derivatives 
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Acecoline 
Acedicon 

Acorza 

Acyline 

Adan 

Adolorin 

Aigue D’or 
Alcodin 

Alcureal 

Algopan 
Alogenina 
Alucarbo 

Alucol Compositum 
Ambre Liquide 
Amnesin 

Amphiole 

Analgin 

Aneston 
Anti-Cholera Drops 
Antidiarrhoe 
Antiferina Peneche 
Anti Grippine 
Antikamnia 
Antineuralgie Pulv. 
Antineuralgica 
Antispasma Colica 
Antistenin 

Antoin 

Asceine Tablets 
Asma-Vydin 
Asminol 
Aspiphenin 
Assialgan 
Asthmatrin 
Asthmyl 
Atophamid 
Atoximecon 
Atropaverin 
Atropomorfina 
Atroverina 
Balsamico 
Balsamo Anodino 
Beatin 

Belladonna Exclud Suppositoria 
Bellasodon 
Bellatron 

Benzoan VIS 
Benzylopan 
Bilagit 

Biolaimo 
Biomorphyl 
Biopon 

Bishin Sekigeseri 
Balagny 

Borogol Baar 
Bromeine Montagu 
Bromocodeina 
Bromocil 
Bromocodyl 
Bromophin 
Bronchalen 
Bronchalen Tablette 
Broncho 
Bronchoseptol 
Bronchovydrin 
Bronco Med. 
Broncodeina 
Broncoforme 
Broncoserum 
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Broncovital 
Bronkol 
Bronocodyl 
Bronqui-Asinol 
Brothyral 
Brovon 
Cacerine 
Cadeisan 
Calmante Etos 
Calmifene 
Campho-Pneumine 
Sirop Bebes 
Campho-Pneumine 
Sirop Enfants 
Cannabine Tannate 
Cannabis Sativa 
Capsules Nogues 
Carbell 
Cardialgine 
Cardiozol-Dicodid 
Cardiopon 
Cardiostenal 
Carte Fumigatorie 
Azotate 
Castellan 
Catarrh Syrup 
Calmol 
Cerebrine Bromee 
Cerobrol 
Cerose 
Certosed 
Cetro-Cirose 
Cetro Fen 
Chemosan 
Cheracol 
Cherasate 
Chlorodyne 
Choleflavin Pills 
Cholera Mixture 
Cicuverine 
Cigarillos Balsamicos 
Cigarrillow Indios 
Cinsenser Anti Opium Remedy 
Citro-Thiocol 
Clearol 
Cloxopavin 
Cobenzyl 
Cocinol 
Codobrol 
Codalgin 
Codamine 
Codeboske 
Codefedrina 
Codeinestas 
Codelasa Grageas 
Codelum 
Codemprin 
Codeonal 
Codephryl Dufour 
Codepirin 
Coderit 
Codessin 
Codethyline Houde 
Codetin 
Codietol 
Codisal 
Codobrol Bottu 
Codoform 
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Codophen 
Codoterpyl 

Cody] Sirup 
Cofeminal 
Coffeocitrin 

Cogene 

Coleflavina 

Collirio Pagliano (Balsamo) 
Collosoufre 

Collyre Bruneau 
Combisek 
Comprimes ‘222’ tablets 
Comprimes Treupel 
Contraneural 
Copavem 

Copavin 

Coquelol 
Corosedine 

Coryzal 

Cosadeing 

Cosanyl 

Cosillex 

Cosome 

Cotarnine 

Cotas Trecem 
Cotussis 

Cren 

Creosina 
Creoterpin 

Cresa 

Cresolan 

Crino Tensyl 
Cyloklimon 

Cynal 

Daldrin 

Daleban 

Daluwal 

Deka 

Deleaine 
Delophene 

Derfule 
Diambismul 
Dicodeine Lafran 
Dicodid 

Didial 

Dihydro Codeine Bitartrate 
Dilatan 

Dilaudid 

Dinacode 

Diolasa Comprimidos 
Diolasa Expectorant 
Dionicol 

Dionol 

Diopectyl 
Dologastrine 
Domatrin 

Dominal 

Domopon 

Dover’s Powder 
Dovopal 

Dragees de Trinitrine 
Drodeine 

Duna Phorine 
Duochin 

Dysmemo 

Efryl 

Egameca 

Elixoid 
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E. M. E. Syrup 
Emeracol 

Ephetonin Hustensalt 
Ephydion 

Erytrolan, Leo—Pills 
Esdesan 

Espasmotex 

Essenza De Camomilla 
Eubine, Faible, infantile 
Eucaform 
Eucalyptine Le Brun 
Euflatdragees 
Eukodal 

Eupaco 

Eupartan 

Eupaverine 
Eupaveryl Pachaut 
Eupectona 

Euphon 

Euporphin 

Eurol 

Eusemin 

Eutensin 

Euthaline 

Espectal Trophen 
Epectorans Compretten 
Extussin 

Fanaletten 

Febrin San-Jap. med. 
Febromed-Dragees 
Februb San (Trashin) 
Feloflux 

Fineural 

Fissanal 

Flaminal Goerin 
Fortacyl 

Frenasma 

Frost 222 

Gale’s Tablets for coughs 
Garaspirine 

Garcyl 

Gargarisme 
Gastretten 

Gelonida Anti-neuralgica 
Gelonida Somnifera 
Gilbert Comp 
Glicocinnamina 
Glycodeine 
Glycurrant 

Goece Nican 

Goles Cough Tablets 
Gotas Diolinner 
Gotas Nican 

youtosan 

Grippalgine 
Grippoxyl 

Guajrina 

Gynaicol 

Hals Pastillen 
HH-106 

Hibernyl 

Hicoseen 

Hipocardio 

Hogeda 

Holopon 

Hommels Harmatogen 106 
Homocodeina 
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Homopavine 

Hycodan 

Hydrocodin 

Hypatral 

Hypernitron 
Nypnodonal 
Iminasthme 

Iminol 

Inections Flussigkeiten 
Injex 

Inocalo Sedatif 

Iodina Montague 
Ipecopan 

Ipedrin 

Ipesandrine 

Iridal (Collyre) 
Jarabe Cerezo Silverte 
Jarabe de Efetonina 
Jarabe de Eucaliptine 
Jarabe Famel 

Jarabe Hipofosfito de Cal 
Jarabe Pantopon (Sirup) 
Jarabe Pectosan 
Jarabe Ramsen 

Jarabe Stein 
Jerrofan-Inhalant 
Juvantol 

Kenshigara 

Kipsol 

Kodino 

Lactocal 

Laudanon 

Laudanum 

Laudapan 

Linctus 

Liquore Antibronchiale 
Lopaverin 

Louie’s Anti-Cholera Drops 
Lunit 

Macotyl 

Madiscop 

Magnecyl C. Aethyphin 
Mar-Phedaco 
Mauresques 

Megusuri 

Melange Tonique 
Mencessan 

Menolysin 

Menosedene 
Menstrugene 

Mentanal 

Mericine Pills 
Merzmorf 

Metopon Hydrochloride 
Mintusin 

Mistura Solvens 
Monotrean 

Morfal 

Morphikap 

Morphium Hydrochloride 
Mydricain Ampules 
Mydripaverin 
Myocardon 

Nakaszel Meczacy 
Narcophin 

Narcopon 

Narcosine 
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Narcotal 
Narcotine 
Narkodeon 
Narphin 

Neal Bottu 
Nembudeine 
Neo-Codion 
Neomensyl 
Neopan 
Neopedinal 
Nepton Suppos. 
Neumonyl 
Neupaverina 
Neuramag 
Neurocaine 
Neurophillin-Pillen 
Neurostrontyl 
Neurotensyl 
Nican 

Novocodon ‘‘Bonnema” 
Novolaudon “Bonnema” 
Novopon 
Novospasmil 
Novotossil 
Nyxanthin 
Obstinol 
Ocyto-Nargenol 
Oekonon 
Omnopon 

Opial 

Opian 

Opianin 

Opiel 

Opsomyl 

Optimol 

Otipect Tropfen 
Orthoxicol 
Otalgicin 

Otreon 
Ovakliman 
Ovofen 

Oxylets 

Pacodein 

Paderyl 

Palliacol Comp. Tablets 
Palpitine 
Pancodine 
Pangastrol 
Pantopon 
Papartial 
Papatropin 
Papaverine 
Papaverine Meurice, Houde 
Papaverintheosan 
Papaveron 
Papaver Somnifer 
Papaveryl 
Papavydrin-Ampullin 
Paracodeine 
Paracodin Sirup 
Paregoric 
Parturiol 

Pasmin 

Pasta Pectoral 
Pastiglie Dupre 
Pastiglie Etas 
Pastiglie Paneraj 
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,astilles Antiseptique 
& Anesthesque 
Pastilles M. B. C. 
Pastilles Myrcia 
*astilles Pectorales “Rico” 
Pastilles Raison 
Pastilles Salmon 
Patrothein 
Pavacol 
Paverinol Laleuf 
Pavernal 
Paveron Dausse 
Paverysatum 
Pavon 
Pavorin Tablets 
2avyco Suppositories 
Pectoforme 
Pectogene Monsegu 
Pectoral Borussoff 
Pectoral Flach, Fouchere 
Pectoral Geka 
Pectoral “Margoz”’ 
Pectoryl 
Pectoserol 
Perosedol 
Perphyllion 
Perxanthin 
Pharmabil 
Phenacodin 
Phenalbye Compound 
Phenalgetin 
Phenandrine 
Pheraneur in Tablets 
Picot 
Pildoras Chagres 
Pilules Dupius 
Pirifedrina 
Plantival 
Pneumorenan 
Polyneural 
Ponopasin 
Praejaculin 
Prostatols 
Protopine 
Prudine 
Prunicodeine 
Psicaine 
Pulmo Bailly 
Pulmobiol 
Pulmonal Stein 
Pulmonier (Jarabe) 
Pulmoserum 
Pulmoton 
Pulmovac 
Pyracodin 
Pyraldine 
Quinquenal 
Radipon 
Rami Gouttes 
Recorsan Dragees 
Reglosedyl 
Resocaine 
Rheumasol 
Rheumatyl 
Rheupharm 
Rhinasthman 
Richter’s A. Cholesterinum 
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Riddobron 
Ridelopron 
Risineurin 

Rybarex Inhalent 
Rybarvin 

Salvipect 
Salyserum 

Saracol 

Sciroppo Balsamico 


‘sciroppo Creosotato Composto 


Sciroppo Di Eucaliptina 
Sciroppo Famel 
Sciroppo Galli 
Sciroppo Rami 
Secalysatum 

Sedaco 

Sedacof 

Sedacones 

Sedadein 

Sedal-Merck 

Sedalyn 

Sedangor 

Sedaortine 

Sed-a-pine 

Sedatole 

Sedatussing 
Sedimegline 

Sedisonal 

Sedival 

Sedo Cardiomin 

Sedo Carena 

Sedol 

Sedomensolo 
Sedonervine 

Senodin syrup 
Sevocliman 

Sibrumin 

Silbe Asthma Inhalant 
Sinetussin 

Sirop au Solucamphre 
Sirop Berthe, Britannia 
Sirop de H’Aubergier 
Sirop Des Vosges Caze 
Sirop Eucalyptine Le Crun 
Sirop Famel 

Sirop Gribell 

Sirop Hammon 

Sirop Iodeine Montague 
Sirop Lagasse 

Sirop Laincar 

Sirop Meurice 

Sirop Phenique Vial 
Sirop Polery, Prony 
Sirop Rami 

Sirop Saintbois 

Sirop Sim 

Siropeco 

Sistocardil Copinan 
Sodacitrol 

Sodri Pastillen 
Solutan 

Solvosal 

Somnacetin 
Somnocodal 

Somnol 

Sonalgin 

Spascut Tabletten 
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Spasedol 

Spasma 

Spasmalgin 
Spasmevadol 
Spasmoforme 
Spasmonal Gros 
Spasmo-Rectidon 
Spasmotropin 
Spasmozorin 
Spastretten 
Spastussil Tablets 
Suppo Sedol 
Stansan 

Stodcodon 
Stomachicum 
Stryphnon Salve 
Stypticin 

Styptol 

Subkutan 

Succodin Tablets 
Suppo Sedol 
Suppospasedol 
Synephricol 

Syrup Cocidana 
Syrup Cocillana Compound 
Syrup Sedamyn 
Tablettes Sulfa de Cauterets 
Tanaget 

Tebasolo 

Ted Herberg 
Telge’s Anti Opium Remedy 
Teocedril 
Terpatone 

Terpine Boveil 
Terpo Codeine 
Thebaic 

Thebaicin 

Thebaine 
Theopurin 
Theoverine Laleuf Verasulf 
Thermogene Vericardine 
Thiochit 3 Vonaspra Compound 
Thiocodeine Ydromorph 
Thiopyl Yen Shee 
Thiosedal 


Thomasco 

Tincture Opii Simplex 
Tiobromol 
Tiropondan 

Titretta Analgice Tablets 
Tonique Goy 

T’oth 

Toxique 

Tr. Oppi Simplex 
Tracodal 

Trashin Tablets 
Treupel 

Treutabs 

Tribroncol 

Trigesic 

Triniverine 
Tritretta Analgica 
Trivalin 
Tropacocain 
Troparin 

Tussadine 

Tussedat Tablets 
Tussedat Tropfen Forte 
Tutopon 

“222” Tablets 

U-No Capsules 
Urocalmina 

Urozero 

“Vv” Tablets 
Vagostyl 

Valbine 

Valtheon Papaverine 
VanasPra Compound 
Vasobroman 

Vasodil 

Vasovasol 

Veganine 

Valman 

Veralgit 
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LIST B 


Amidone: Proclamation No. 2738, published August 2, 1947 (4,4-diphenyl-6- 
dimethylamino-heptanone-3). ‘“Adanon,” “Methadone,” “Dolophine” are other 
names for Amidone. 

Iso-amidone: Proclamation No. 2793, published July 3, 1948 (4,4-diphenyl-5- 
methyl-6-dimethylamino hexanone-3). The terms “Iso-adanon,” ‘Iso-metha- 
done,” and “Iso-dolophine” are synonymous with Iso-amidon. 

Bemidone: Proclamation No. 2851, published August 30, 1949 (1-methyl-4- 
metahydroxyphenyl-piperidine-4-carboxylic acid ethyl ester). 

Keto-bemidone (otherwise known as Cymidon, a trade name, and as Cliradon, 
the name for this product abroad) : Proclamation No. 2807, published September 
9, 1948 (4-(3-hydroxy-pheny])-1-methyl-4-piperidyl ethel ketone hydrochloride). 

Dromoran, or NU-2206: Proclamation No. 2879, published March 29, 1950 
(3-hydroxy-N-methylmorphinon). 

Nisentil, or NU-1196: Proclamation No. 2851, published August 30, 1949 (a-1, 
3-dimethyl-4-phenyl-4-propionoxy piperidine). 

Heptazone, or CB11: Proclamation No. 2851, published August 30, 1949 
(6-morpholino-4, 4-diphenyl-3-heptanone). Heptalgin is another name for Hep- 
tazone or CB-11. 


P. J. ScHue, Director. 
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ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 581 


Mr. Marr. I would like to read this statement so that you will 
have an idea of the area that is covered by the collector’s force, and 
so you will realize the magnitude of the job of preventing smugglers. 

Senator Dante. Proceed. 

Mr. Marr. Before saying anything about the smuggling of nar- 
cotics, I want to tell you about the area that is under the jurisdiction 
of the collector of customs, Louis V. Dorp, Philadelphia. 

This map of the Delaware River port area shows all points where 
vessels in the foreign trade tie up. 

During the 11 months from July 1, 1954, to May 31, 1955, a total 
of 4,284 vessels in the foreign trade arrived in this area, 3,006 of 
which were foreign-flag vessels; 1,278 were American vessels. 

There are three principal airports in this area where foreign flights 
are entered and cleared through customs. They are the International 
Airport, Philadelphia; the McGuire Air Force Base, Fort Dix, N. J.; 
and the Dover Air Force Base at Dover, Del. 

During the month of May 1955, 13 foreign flights arrived at the 
International Airport, 128 foreign flights arrived at the McGuire Air 
Force Base, and 287 foreign flights arrived at the Dover Air Force 
Base. A total of 6,360 passengers and 11,241 pieces of baggage were 
cleared through customs at those bases. Those figures do not include 
crew members and their baggage. 

The personnel used by the collector of customs to combat smug- 
gling consists of 39 port patrol officers, including supervisory officers. 
Fifteen of those Gdleate have been given special training and they 
operate along the waterfront in plain clothes. The rest of the force 
are in uniform. 

There are 85 customs inspectors on the collector’s force. They are 
uniformed officers, and they perform all passenger work, which in- 
cludes the examination of baggage, and they also account for all im- 
ported merchandise. They are always on the alert to apprehend 
smugglers. 

Only one inspector is assigned to duty at the Dover Airbase. This 
was made possible because the military service has cooperated with 
the collector by permitting military personnel to be sworn in and 
perform the duties of a customs inspector. This is not the case at 
the McGuire Airbase. Consequently, there are five customs inspectors 
assigned to duty there. 

The collector also has on his force 1 inspector and 8 port patrol 
officers which comprise his searching squad. They have been specially 
trained in the technique of searching vessels for contraband and other 
smuggled items, such as diamonds, and so forth. 

There are five criminal investigators, known as customs agents, 
assigned to duty in Philadelphia. The customs agents operate 
directly under the Bureau, and devote their full time to investigations 
and enforcement. Their duties are many and varied, including inves- 
tigations of narcotic smuggling work. 

Seizures of narcotics have Tete made by customs officers in this 
district as follows: 1955 to date, 15 seizures; 1954, 38 seizures; 1953, 
28 seizures ; total 81 seizures. 

Thirty seizures consisted of medicinal preparations containing nar- 
cotics which were imported through the mails. Fifty-one seizures 
consisted of marihuana and other forms of narcotics found, for the 
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most part, secreted aboard vessels which arrived at this port, for which 
no ownership was established. Attached hereto are photostatic copies 
of records of narcotic seizures since July 1, 1951—total 131. The 
names of the persons and vessels involved, and the kind and quantity 
of drugs seized are shown thereon. 

Since 1952, seven merchant seamen were arrested in connection with 
narcotic violations. Listed below are data concerning those arrests: 

Oswald Roy King, United States citizen, for possesion of 131 grains 
of marihuana. Sentenced on January 12, 1955, to 1 to 5 years in 
prison before the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania court in Media, Pa. 

Santhan Coutinho, a native of India, for possession of 26 ounces 68 
grains of opium. Sentenced on September 5, 1952, to 3 years in a 
Federal penitenitary by United States district court. 

Milton Joseph Mayo, United States citizen, for possession of 4 
ounces 248 grains of marihuana. Sentenced on February 19, 1952, to 
4 years’ imprisonment in a Federal penitentiary by United States 
district court. 

Ernest Baboulene, citizen of France, implicated in the smuggling 
of approximately 35 ounces of 86.2 percent heroin hydrochloride. 
Sentenced on January 10, 1952, to 214 years in a Federal penitentiary 
by United States district court. 

Pierre Lemeur, citizen of France, for possession of 16 ounces 694 
grains 86.2 percent heroin hydrochloride. Sentenced on January 10, 
1952, to 3 months in a Federal penitentiary by United States district 
court. 

Casimir Suchecki, citizen of France, possession of 16 ounces 647 
grains 86.2 percent heroin hydrochloride. Sentenced on January 10, 
1952, to 3 months in a Federal penitentiary by United States district 
court. 

Mahmood Hussain, a native of India, possession of 7 ounces 80 grains 
gum opium. Sentenced on January 31, 1951, to 60 days on 1 count ; 
5 years’ suspended sentence on the second count, and 5 years’ sus- 
pended sentence on the third count. Placed on probation for a period 
of 10 years, and deported to his native country at the expiration of a 
60-day sentence in prison by the United States district court. 

I have been stationed at Philadelphia since January 1949, during 
which time two very important seizures of narcotics were made. 

One consisted of approximately 34 ounces of almost pure heroin 
from crew members of a French vessel. The seizure and arrests were 
made on October 3, 1951, without advance information concerning the 
smuggling venture. The seamen were sentenced to imprisonment in 
a Federal penitentiary. 

The other very important seizure consisted of approximately 108 
= of opium aboard the British MT Silverdate on October 19, 
1952. In this case part of the opium was found at sea during a search 
of the vessel by ship’s officers. More opium was found by members 
of the collector’s searching squad after the vessel arrived at Philadel- 
phia. The crew members were Chinese, with the exception of the 
officers who were English. Although certain Chinese crew members 
were found in possession of some of the opium on the high seas, no crew 
member was found in possession of opium while the vessel was within 
the territorial limits of the United States. Therefore the United 
States declined to undertake prosecution of any crew member on the 
grounds that the United States Government was without jurisdiction. 
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Senator DanteL. Where did this ship come from ? 

Mr. Marr. The Far East. 

I believe that those two smuggling ventures were undertaken by pro- 
fessional narcotics smugglers. 

At times in the past, to effectively cover vessels arriving at Phila- 
delphia with suspected narcotics smuggling crew members aboard, I 
have called upon the Bureau of Narcotics for assistance which was 
always readily given. Whenever I receive information concerning 
the internal trafficking in narcotics, such information is immediate ly 
given to the Bureau of Narcotics. Members of the collector’s staff and 
agents of my office have assisted the Bureau of Narcotics in conducting 
mass roundups of narcotic peddlers in Philadelphia. 

Senator Danret. We certainly thank you for bearing with us 
throughout this hearing. Do you have any other suggestions that you 
would like to make to the committee ? 

Mr. Marr. I think that the program of giving for patrol officers 
special training and letting them operate along the waterfront in 
plain clothes is going to bring results. And I know the Bureau has in 
mind doing exactly that. So that is about it. 

Senator Dantet. Do you already have that operation in effect here? 

Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And can you think of anything else that would be 
helpful? Mayor Clark seemed to think you needed some more men. 

Mr. Marr. I think that we could use more men. We would pro- 
duce more results. 

Senator Dantet. We certainly appreciate your coming here, and if 
you have any other suggestions, send them to us, and we will make 
them a part of the record. 

Mr. Marr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantret. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Joseph Farro, will you raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give be- 
fore the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 


God? 
Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH FARRO, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Dantex. Are you also known by another name? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. How old are you, Mr. Farro? 

Mr. Farro. Fifty-one. 

Senator DantreL. Where were you born? 

Mr. Farro. Philadelphia. 

Senator Danret. Have you lived in Phil: adelphia all your life ex- 
cept the time you have been a merchant seaman ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You have shipped out of Philadelphia? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. You are confined in Holmesburg Prison now? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. You are under a 15-year sentence, is that correct? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danret. And that sentence was pronounced March 18, 
1955 ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Do you willingly appear before the committee to 
give us any information that you can that might be helpful to us in 
trying to defeat this narcotic problem ? 

Mr. Farro. Well, I would sooner not. I refuse to answer any ques- 
tions on the ground that it may incriminate me. 

Senator Danir.. I see. 


Mr. Farro. I refuse to answer any questions on the ground that it 
may incriminate me. 


Senator Danret. You say you may refuse to answer any of the 
other questions? 

Mr. Farro. Well, I refuse to answer all questions. 

Senator DanteL. You have already told us your name. 

Mr. Farro. Well, that is my name. 

Senator Dante. Suppose I go on and ask the questions to you, 
and then I will give you that opportunity on any question that you 
want to refuse to answer because it might incriminate you. I will 
give you the opportunity each time. Some of these questions, of 
course, you may not feel would incriminate you. And I will go 
slowly with you on it. 

I want to say this to you. This committee is interested in getting 
any information it can from the people who have had unfortunate 
experiences with narcotic drugs. We are interested in finding out 
anything which might be helpful—for instance, we have heard wit- 
nesses here today—one witness, who was an addict—who gave infor- 
mation to this committee on how to treat drug addicts, what should 
be done with addicts who are put in prison, and things of that kind. 
So, therefore, we may have some questions along that line that you 
would be willing to answer. I will ask them one at a time. 

The first question I would like to ask you is, When did you begin 
using narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Farro. In 1932, I think. 

Senator Danrev. Here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. At that time, were you a merchant seaman? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. What was your business then ? 

Mr. Farro. I was working longshore, stevedore. 

Senator Danret. Are you a family man? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Any children? 

Mr. Farro. Three. 

Senator Dante. Their ages? 

Mr. Farro. One is 31, my daughter is 31. And I have a boy 28. 
The three of them are married. 

Senator Danre,. Do you have some grandchildren ? 

Mr. Farro. Six. 

Senator Danren. At the time of your arrest in connection with 
your present confinement, were you using narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Farro. At the time of my arrest, no, sir. 

Senator Danret. Have you been using them recently ? 
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Mr. Farro. Well, not for the last 8 or 9 months, I guess. 

Senator Dantev. Up until that time, how long had you been using 
narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Well, since 1932, on and off. 

Senator DanreL. What kind of drugs did you use? 

Mr. Farro. Heroin. 

Senator Danret. Had you previously been arrested before you 
started using drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. When was that? 

Mr. Farro. I think in 1923 or 1926; I just don’t know the date 
exactly. 

Senator DanteL. Somewhere in the twenties? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Before you ever started using drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Were you convicted then ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. What were you convicted of? 

Mr. Farro. Why, I think it was larceny. 

Senator Dantex. And then did you 

Mr. Farro. I am not sure it was. 

Senator Danret. Were you tried on more than one occasion prior 
to the time you started using drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did the drug have anything to do with your 
starting into criminal activities as larceny ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Now, the records show here that you have been 
arrested something like 10 times for narcotic violations. Would that 
be about right? 

Mr. Farro. Well, I was arrested and taken in and examined by the 
city doctor and found to be negative, no trace of any drugs, quite a 
few times. And then I was released the next morning by the 
magistrate. 

Senator Dantet. Well, did you become a drug addict—in other 
words, did you get to where you felt you just had to have drugs? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator DanreL. You never did? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You used heroin part of the time? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. And you were able to quit when you wanted to? 

Mr. Farro. Well, it wasn’t too easy, but I have tried. I committed 
myself a few times and tried to get away from it. I committed 
myself to the house of correction in 1933 for 3 months, and I also 
went to Riker’s Island in New York 3 times for 30 days each time. 
But it is no treatment; it is just a “cold turkey” treatment they 
called it. 

Senator Danret. In New York? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. What kind of treatment did they give you here? 

Mr. Farro. No treatment at all. 
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Senator Daniex. And then in 1933 you were convicted of unlawful 
possession of narcotic drugs; is that correct ! 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniet. Was that here? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. And did you serve 2 years? 

Mr. Farro. No; I think it was 9 months, 8 months of the 2 years. 
Senator Danie. Then did you get out on parole ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. How long after that was it before you started 
using drugs again ? 

Mr. Farro. Quite some time, Your Honor. I was out for 10 years 
that time, 1932, and I got arrested in 1942 for drugs. 

Senator Danre.. 1942? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Were you convicted then? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. How much time did you get? 

Mr. Farro. I got 9 months. 

Senator Danie. And were you paroled? 

Mr. Farro. One month. 

Senator Danrex. Did you get any kind of treatment? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. When was the next time you were arrested for 
the use of narcotics ? 

Mr. Farro. 1944. 

Senator DanreL. Were you convicted again that time? 

Mr. Farro. Well, I was; I was put on a year’s probation. 

Senator Dantex. In Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator DanreL. While you were on a year’s probation did you use 
drugs ¢ 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 


Senator Daniev. Well, before 1944 was over, weren’t you picked 
up again for dr mug addiction and fined $100 and costs, 214 to 5 years? 
Mr. Farro. I didn’t obtain no drugs at that time. That was in 
1945. And I didn’t obtain no drugs. It was a prescription. 
Senator Danret. You obtained a prescription for drugs? 
Mr. Farro. But I never got it filled. 
Senator Dantev. You never got it filled? 
Mr. Farro. No, sir; I got 214 to 5 5 years in Delaware County prison. 
Senator Danrev. Did you plead guilty to that ? 
Mr. Farro. I plead guilty to the use of drugs. 
Senator Danret. You did? 
Mr. Farro. Yes. 
Senator Dante. In 1944? 
Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 
Senator Danrev. How much of that time did you serve? 
Mr. Farro. Well, I done 31 months for 214 to 5. 
Senator Dantev. Were you given any kind of treatment while you 
were in prison ? 
Mr. Farro. None at all. 
Senator DAantet. Where did you stay in prison ? 
Mr. Farro. Delaware County in Thornton, Pa. 
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Senator Danret. And then were you paroled ¢ 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. After you were paroled, did you go back to 
drugs ?¢ 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Well, when did you next start back on drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Well, about a year ago, I guess. 

Senator DanreL. And you used heroin on this last tr ip? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever sell any drugs to other people? 

Mr. Farro. No; I never exactly sold it, but this year, my last 

arrest, I plead guilty to felonious sale of n: arcotics—I done a fellow 
a favor, in other words, getting him the drugs’ 

Senator Danret. And who was this fellow 4 

Mr. Farro. Why, an officer, I just don’t know who it was. 

Senator DanreL. An undercover man 4 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. I didn’t make nothing out of it. I was using 
it at the time, and I though the fellow himself would give me a cap- 
sule for getting it for him. 

Senator Danret. How long had you been using narcotics during 
this last period just before your arrest ? 

Mr. Farro. Why, about 6 months, I guess about 5 to 6 months. 

Senator DanteL. Was it pretty easy to buy heroin in Philadilphia ? 

Mr. Farro. Well, I couldn’t say. 

Senator DANIEL. Sir? 

Mr. Farro. I couldn’t say if it was or not. 

Senator Danre,. About how much was your addiction costing 
you 

Mr. Farro. About $6 a day. 

Mr. Danie. And what kind of work were you doing to support 
that? 

Mr. Farro. I was a seaman, a merchant seaman at this time. And 
[ shipped out and developed a hernia, and the company settled with 
me for, they gave me $400, and that’s how I started back the use of 
drugs again. 

Senator Dantev. Did you use all your $400 insurance money for 
heroin ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir 

Senator Danret. Where did you buy your heroin ? 

Mr. Farro. Well—— 

Senator DanreLt. What were you about to say there? 

Mr. Farro. Nothing. 

Senator Dantev. That is a question you want to claim your privi- 
lege on under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Well, will you tell me this: It will be considered 
that you have properly claimed your rights under the fifth amend- 
ment not to answer to that question. W ould you answer this question, 
whether or not you ever went out of Philadelphia to get narcotics, 
provided that I don’t ask you to put the finger on any person in- 
volved? Did you ever go outside of Philadelphia to buy narcotics? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 


Senator Danrev. You bought them here in Philadelphia? 
Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Danret. From more than one person ? 

Mr. Farno. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know John A. McMullen, otherwise known 
as Whitey ? 

Mr. Farro. I know him as McMullen, not Whitey. 

Senator Danret. McMullen? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. What was your relationship with him? 

Mr. Farro. We were born and raised together. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever have any kind of transaction with 
him financial or otherwise? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Is he also an addict? 

Mr. Farro. I wouldn’t know, sir. 

Senator Dantez. Is he a merchant seaman? 

Mr. Farro. He was when I was out there. 

Senator Dante.. Did you ever know of him supplying narcotics 
in the Philadelphia area? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danre.. If there is any one of these questions you want to 
stop on and claim your privilege under the fifth amendment because 
it might incriminate you, you simply tell me, because I am going over 
some questions here that might get into that field. 

Did you know that John McMullen named five addicts in the Phil- 
adelphia area who are or were obtaining heroin from sellers in New 
York ? 

Mr. Farro. I didn’t get the question. 

Senator Dantet. Did you know that John McMullen named five 
addicts in Philadelphia who are or were in the past obtaining heroin 
from sellers in New York? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator DanreL. You don’t know anything about that ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did he ever tell you anything about that? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Do you know Steve Cardello, otherwise known as 
Packy ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. What has been your relationship with him? 

Mr. Farro. Well, he is a union agent, I am most sure, and he is at 
the union hall, 337 Market Street. And I ship from there, that is the 
SIU union hall. 

Senator Dante. Did you ever have any business dealings with him, 
financial, direct or indirect? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Is it true that you and McMullen shipped out 
of the port of Philadelphia when you were both engaged in the nar- 
cotics traffic ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir; I shipped with John McMullen, but I wasn’t 
using drugs, and I doubt if he was either at the time I made the trip. 

Senator Dantex. And you didn’t have any drugs with you either 
on the outgoing trip or return trip? 

Mr. Farro. No,sir. We went to Korea that trip. 
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Senator Dante... And you and John McMullen signed on in Phil- 
adelphia in May of 1953, did you not? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Danie. And it was cleared for Korean waters? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrez. Is it true that you were arrested in January of 
1955 for narcotics violation on a Federal arrest warrant on board 
the Wenterhill when it arrived at the Cities Service pier at Pettis 
Island, N. J.? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. That is a charge I am here now for, that I am 
doing 5 years for now. 

Senator Daniet. At that time where you employed as a messman 
on board the ship? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dante. On May 7, 1954, at Philadelphia pier, the water- 
front, did you sell 1114 grains of the heroin for $26? 

Mr. Farro. What date was that? 

Senator DanteL. May 7, or about May 7, 1954, in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Farro. That is the same charge, Senator. 

Senator Dante. Is that the same charge? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. That is the same one you plead guilty to? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantex. Did you plead guilty to this? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And you sold 1114 grains of heroin for $26? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you get that heroin? Do you want to 
tell me that? 

Mr. Farro. No; I couldn't. 

Senator Dante... Of course, you have already been convicted for 
having sold it? 

Mr. Farro. I was. 

Senator Dantet. You fear it might incriminate you if you told us 
where you got the heroin? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Was it outside of Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantev. You do not have an attorney here, therefore you 
want to claim whatever right you have under the fifth amendment 
not to answer the question as to where you got this heroin; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. On the same day, did you propose to accompany 
the purchaser of the heroin to New York to obtain some more heroin ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Didn’t the purchaser tell you that you all could 
go to New York and make a buy of more heroin? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante... He did not? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator DanreL. Mr. Farro, you have been bothered by drug addiec- 
tion, have you not ¢ 
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Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. Has it caused you a lot of trouble? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Didn’t it cause you to get into the business of sell- 
ing it? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Why did you make the sale on the waterfront ? 

Mr. Farro. Just like I said, he come to me with this fellow and asked 
me if I would do this fellow a favor, he was sick, and I knew what it 
was to be sick, would I try to get something for him. And I said I 
wasn’t sure, but I would try to get some for him. 

Senator Danret. He was sick from the need of narcotics? 

Mr. Farro. That is right. 

Senator Dantev. He was an addict? 

Mr. Farro. That is right. 

Senator Danteu. He said he wanted some heroin? 

Mr. Farro. He didn’t mention what kind of drug he wanted. 

Senator Danret. How many times have you gone up on narcotic 
charges? 

Mr. Farro. Three, I think. 

Senator DanreL. You have gone over them here, enumerated them, 
and I think it was at least three, wasn’t it ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanreL. And you have never received any treatment? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. And you always were paroled before your sentence 
was up? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. sir. 

Senator Danrev. And after you came back, you started using drugs 
again ¢ 

Mr. Farro. Right. 

Senator Dantev. Sooner or later, you started to use them again ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And here you are back for 5 more years? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Is there anything you can say, to put in this record, 
that would be helpful to other people, younger people that might 
come along the road you have traveled that might help them avoid 
what you have gotten into? 

Mr. Farro. I don’t know, I imagine if they had gotten some medical 
care and some treatment it would help a lot. 

Senator Dantet. And if they stayed out of crime? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. In other words, you have told us very frankly 
that you got into trouble and were convicted of other offenses before 
you started drugs? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator DaNret. What kind of education did you have? 

Mr. Farro. No education at all. 

Senator Dantet. You never went to school? 

Mr. Farro. Well, grammar school is as far as I got, the fourth 
grade. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever go to Sunday school or church ? 

Mr. Farro. Church. Iam a Catholic. 
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Senator Danteu. Did you ever go to Sunday school ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did you ever attend church? 
Mr. Farro. My mother used to get after me and make me go, yes. 
Senator DanreL. After you left home, did you go to church any 

after that? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir, my wife and I. 

Senator Dante, Over a long period of time? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Off and on, or regularly ? 

Mr. Farro. Just off and on since I have been married. 

Senator Dantex. Is there anything else that you would like to say 
before we dismiss you as a witness that you think would be helpful 
to some boys or somebody coming along the road you have traveled 
to try to see to it that they don’t get into the trouble that you have 
gotten into? You say treatment might help. That is after they get 
heroin or dope. What can we do to help them ? 

Mr. Farro. A place like Lexingon or some of them Government 
hospitals is better than being in a cell, at least you have got treatment ; 
you have milk, eggs. 

Senator Dantet. You have how many grandchildren ? 

Mr. Farro. Six. 

Senator DanreLt. You know that we are representing the Senate of 
the United States, and in this room there are officers from the city, the 
county, and the State, who are trying to lick the drug problem—you 
know it ought to be licked, don’t you ? 

Mr Farro. Yes, 

Senator DanteL. And wiped out? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. It is a bad thing? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Daniev. And you are a good example of what it can do to 
a man, aren’t you? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Now, have you got any suggestion to make to us 
as to what public officials can do to keep young people or older people 
from ever starting using these drugs / 

Mr. Farro. No, I haven’t. 

Senator Dante. You have no suggestion ? 

Mr. Farro. It all depends on the person himself, I guess. They get 
mixed in with bad company—some of them do—you get mixed in with 
bad company; some of them do and some of them don’t. 

Senator DantreL. How did you 

Mr. Farro. My own fault. I was trying to be a smart fellow. 

Senator WeLKeR. You were at fault instead of the bad company, 
weren’t you? 

Mr. Farro. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. Don't you think you could answer Chairman 
Daniel this, that the best thing in the world to help counteract the sale 
and use of narcotics is for you to tell your story and show to the 
American people what it has done to your life? Wouldn’t that really 
help? " 
Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 





592 ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Senator Werxker. I came in the hearing room a moment ago, and 
Senator Daniel was interrogating you. I stopped right here, because 
I saw a man who ought not to be in the condition he is. So that is of 
educational value, not only to a United States Senator, but you could 
be of educational value to all the American people. 

Tell me. Were you on the wine before you got on the dope? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Did you ever drink? 

Mr. Farro. A few beers; no drunks. 

Senator Daniet. You never did work very hard at Christianity, did 
you? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantet. You never attended your mass regularly ? 

Mr. Farro. When I was younger I did. 

Senator Danrev. When you got on the dope, did you attend? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. When you got on the dope, you didn’t attend ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. What sort of junk were you using? 

Mr. Farro. Heroin. 

Senator Wretxer. And I suppose the Senator interrogated you as 
to how you got your money? 

Mr. Farro. I worked. 

Senator Dante. He was a merchant seaman. 

You say you took your first shot because you were trying to be smart 
along with a lot of other fellows? 

Mr. Farro. Yes; just like taking a drink of whisky. 

Senator Daniex. And you got to a point where you had to have it; 
is that right? 

Mr. Farro. That is right. 

Senator Danie. You have got six grandchildren coming up. Have 
you any suggestions as to how to keep them from getting into it? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. If you have any suggestions that you would like 
to send this committee as to how they can avoid it, will you send them 
to this committee? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gasque. I would like to ask the witness, Did you purchase any 
heroin in Korea? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Mr. Gasquet. Did other seamen you noticed purchase any heroin in 
Korea? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Mr. Gasqur. To the best of your knowledge is it available in Korean 
ports ? 

Mr. Farro. I don’t know; to tell the truth, I never tried, and there- 
fore I would never know. 

Mr. Gasque. Your boat docked in port ? 

Mr. Farro. No, we docked down in the stream; they loaded it from 
abarge. But I did goto Japan on the same trip, from Korea to Japan, 
and then we docked 

Mr. Gasque. Were drugs available in Japan? 

Mr. Farro. I don’t know; I never tried to get none; it never even 
entered my mind, to be truthful. 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 593 


Mr. Gasque. You never bought any? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danre.. Now, you declined to answer on the basis of the 
fifth amendment as to your source of drugs in Philadelphia. May I 
ask you this question. To the best of your knowledge, are the sources 
from which you purchased your drugs now in jail? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator DanteL. You say the sources from whom you purchased 
your drugs, to the best of your knowledge, are not now in jail, or under 
arrest ? 

Mr. Farro. I don’t know, to tell the truth. 

Senator Danteu. To the best of your knowledge they are not? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante.. Is that the way you answered ? 

Mr. Farro. Yes, sir. 

Senator WELKER. You would know if they were in jail? 

Mr. Farro. I don’t know, if they would be up there. I guess there 
would be other places they would be sent to outside of the county 
prison. 

Senator Danret. Don’t you think one way you could help meet this 
narcotics racket would be to tell some of these officers who these people 
are that sold you the drugs, and who might not yet be arrested? Don’t 
you think that might be one service you could perform before you go 
to prison ? 

Mr. Farro. There is nothing I can say to help anybody. 

Senator Dantex. You took the fifth amendment and refused to tell 
this subcommittee from whom you purchased the drugs. If you gave 
that information to the officers it would enable them at least to get 
some more peddlers out of the way. 

Mr. Farro. There isn’t anything I could say to help them. 

Senator Dante.. Nothing you could say ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Did you take the fifth amendment while I was out 
of the room ? 

Senator Dante. He explained to me he didn’t want to talk about 
certain matters. And he has no attorney. And therefore—— 

Senator Wetker. That is very kind of you, Mr. Chairman. You 
are kind and considerate. 

I am looking at the record of one Joseph Farro, the man who has 
made a terrible mistake about the 25th or 26th time. 

If I were you, sir, I wouldn’t be concerned about the common term 
called “rat.” These people that like to call you a rat are people that 
like to hide behind the smear of “rat,” but the truth will get them 
after they have ruined you and your family and your grandchildren. 
Wouldn’t you feel a lot better if you told Senator Daniel the truth as 
to where you got the narcotics, and then you could leave this commit- 
tee with your head back, and you could walk out and pay the penalty, 
and your grandchildren would be happy for you. 

Don’t you think that would be a better way to do business? 

Mr. Farro. I can’t. There is nothing I have to say. I can’t, if 
I want to. 

Senator Dantet. Is that because you fear someone would hurt you? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 
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Senator DANIEL. Why can’t you tell us? 

Mr. Farro. I just can’t tell; that is all. 

Senator Danret. You don’t fear for your life if you told? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Dantex. I just want to say to you that I might press you 
further if you had an attorney, but since you do not, I will not press 
you further. 

But I do want to join Senator Welker in saying this; that is, if 
you want to really try to help do something to keep others from get- 
ting in the trouble you are in, I think you ought to talk to these officers 
and give them the information you refused to give this committee. 
Do you understand ? 

Mr. Farro. There isn’t anything I have to say. 

Senator WexKeEr. I have this to say, Joe, that as a man in trouble, 
you are a minor leaguer. This Senator has represented people in his 
lifetime who have really been in trouble, I mean they have really 
been in trouble by virtue of their own hand, their own mistake. Here 
you are in trouble, and you are before the people representing the 
American people, all of them, every one of them, and we give you a 
chance to help us out, to help others like you, to help your grand- 
children, and Joe, if you don’t tell us, I can’t understand that. 

Can’t you tell us something that will help? 

Mr. Farro. There isn’t anything I can do for you. 

Senator Wetxer. Have you forgotten anything, or is it caused 
from something else, Joe? 

I want to be fair and kind to you. I heard Senator Daniel’s inter- 
rogation of you. You never got treated that nice in any courtroom 
in your life, did you? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Now, if you want to do something that is honor- 
able and fair, you can give these officers who have to stay awake nights 
trying to stop this terrible racket something that will help them. 
Can’t you tell us something ? 

Mr. Farro. No, sir. 

Senator Danre.. Well, I hope you will tell the officers something. 
Thank you very much. 

Senator WeLkKer. I want to say one thing more to you, sir. Justa 
moment ago I saw Miss Beverly Roman outside, a girl who gave Sena- 
tor Daniel and myself one of the most tragic stories I have ever heard, 
or he has ever heard on the witness stand, and I saw that line of blue 
up there on both arms, all over her, caused by ae needles 
given to that girl from some lying skunk that didn’t have guts enough 
to go out and make a living. I hope you won’t be the type of man 
to defend such a man. I know what it is to defend major criminals. 
I have never had to defend a dope addict, and I never would defend 
a seller. 

Won't you tell these officers anything ? 

Mr. Farro. There isn’t anything that I can tell you. 

Senator Weiker. Remember that church that you have been going 
to, remember your obligations to God Almighty. Remember your 
failures and everything else in life. And, Joe, you will be so happy 
if you eee tell us the things we ought to know. 

at is all. 
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Senator DanreL. We will make this record on Joseph Farro a part 
of the record at the end of his testimony. 
(The criminal record of Joseph Farro is as follows :) 


CRIMINAL Recorp Pa-3177, Criry oF PHILADELPHIA, POLICE DEPARTMENT 


Name: Farro, Joseph; residence, 615 South Hancock Street; age: 51 in 1954; 
sex: Male; color: White; alias: Joseph Farrell, Joseph Ferro, John Farro, 
Joseph Francis Farro; Joie Farrell; Philadelphia No. 56926; Pennsylvania State 
Police No. 74769; FBI No. 845045. 





Arrested Charge Disposition 


June 19,1923 | Selling liquor without license Indicted July 1923, B No. 226. Not guilty. 
Discharged. Judge Audenried. 
July 29,1923 | Assault and battery, larceny Indicted Aug. 1923. B No. 300-10. Nol 
pros. Discharged at request of prosecutor. 
Judge Stern. 
Feb. 21,1925 | Frequenter of disorderly poolroom Discharged. Magistrate Coward. 
Feb. 28,1925 | Unlawful possession of intoxicating liquor...) Indicted Apr. 1925. B No. 354. Not guilty. 
Discharged. Judge Davis. 
July 16, 1925 7 : Indicted November 1925. B No. 794-796. 
Pleaded guilty; 4 months: B No. 794 at 
Philadelphia County; 5 yrs. Probation. 
B No. 795. Sentence suspended. B No. 
796. Judge Barne. 
Larceny of auto Indicted August 1925. B No. 50446. Ig- 
nored by grand jury. 
Arrested on suspicion Discharged Magistrate Pennock. 
Larceny and entering to steal Indicted September 1928. B No. 50-51. 
Pleaded guilty. Sentence suspended and 
discharged. Judge MacNeille. 
Suspicious character, idle and disorderly | Discharged. Magistrate Holland. 


person. 

Unlawful possession intoxicating liquor_....| Indicted January 1931. B No. 1396. Ad- 
judged not guilty. Dismissed. Judge 
Bluett. 

Indicted April 1931. B No. 460. Adjudged 

not guilty. Discharged. Judge Walsh. 

Warrant. Discharged. Magistrate Roberts. 

Drug addict 3 months, house of correction. Magistrate 


Harr. 
Unlawful possession and use of narcotic | Indicted March 1930. B No. 280. Pleaded 
drugs. guilty. 2 years at house of correction. 
Judge MacNeille. 
Suspicious character and no driver’s license_| Discharged. Magistrate Connors. 
Robbery by holdup and aggravated assault | Indicted March 1934. B No. 1068-1069. No. 
and battery with intent to kill. 1068, not guilty. No. 1069, pleaded guilty. 
18 months to 3 years at Eastern Peniten- 
tiary. Judge McDevitt. 
Investigation. Wilkes-Barre, Pa_........_-| $10 fine and costs. 
— smashing, burglary, Allentown, | 244 to 5 years at Eastern Penitentiary. 
a. 


Discharged. Magistrate Connor. 
Professional thief $12.50 or 30 days at C. P. Paid. 
Unlawful possession and use of narcotic | Indicted July 1942. B No. 250. Pleaded 
drugs. nolo contendere. 9 months at house of 
correction. Judge Levinths. 
Unlawful use of narcotic drugs Indicted April 1944. B No. 667. Pleaded 
guilty. Pay costs and 1 year probation. 
Judge Bluett. 
Drug addict $100 and costs. 2% to 5 years. 
Suspicion of being a drug addict. Ma- | $500 bail as material witness. 
terial witness in unlawful sale of narcotic 


drugs 
Drug ouidict ita iat caine tele eek tie Disc cone. Magistrate Dean. 


Setting up and maintaining and aiding and | Indic June 1951. B No. 125. Pleaded 
abetting in an unlawful lottery. guilty. $50 fine and costs. Judge Oliver. 
Unlawful use of drugs Discharged. Magistrate Cibotti. 


ao Oe OO le 
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Mr. Gasque. Mr. Chairman, for the purposes of the record, I should 
like to introduce the following item, a tabulation of the persons known 


je 


to have been treated by Dr. John P. Turner, and by James E. White, 
who are known to be, or suspected of being narcotics addicts. 
(The tabulation is as follows:) 


The following persons are known to have been treated by Dr. John P. Turner 


or Dr. James E 
drug addicts. 


. White and are known to be or are suspected of being narcotic 





Name 


Date 





Miss Octavia Akins, 2504 Ingersol St. 
delphia, Pa. 

*Louis Benson, 615 North 44th St., 
delphia, Pa. 

*James Clark,! 2421 Christian St., 
delphia, Pa. 

Leroy Collins,? 1709 West Montgomery St., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mrs. Alice Corey, 1931 Tasker St., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 


, Phila- 
Phila- 
Phila- 


*James Crawford, 


1324 North Camac S&t., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


*Jean Daly, 1284 Titan St., 

Leroy Davis, 1436 North 17th St., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

*Irvin Pr ink, 3 2418 North Douglas St., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 


*Charles Fitzgerald, 5152 Funston St., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

Paul Goffman, 404 South 5th St., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 


*Pauline Goldberg, 3912 Cambridge St., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


*Eugene Jackson, 1533 St. Luke St., 


Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 


=e Lee, 119 North 9th St., Philadelphia, 


oNina DeMarco, 2513 North 34th St., Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., alias Diana Christie. 

*Robert Rosenberg, 4304 Chestnut St., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


*Wilma Porter, 1806 West Diamond S&t., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

David Simmons, Jr., 2319 St. Albans, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 


Footnotes at end of table, p. 597. 





Philadelphia, Pa- 


May 
June 
Sept. 
Dec. 
Aug. 
Dec. 
Aug. 


Aug. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
May 
May 
June 
June 
June 
July 
July 
Sept. 
Sept. 
Sept. 


6, 1954 
30, 1954 
17, 1954 

1, 1954 
11, 1954 

1, 1954 
2k, 1953 


27, 1954 

4, 1954 
11, 1954 
20, 1953 

3, 1954 
26, 1954 
11, 1954 
23, 1954 
28, 1954 
12, 1954 
19, 1954 

8, 1954 
15, 1954 
22, 1954 


do 


Oct. 
Dee. 
Jan. 
Nov. 
May 


Aug. 
Aug. 


Sept. 


Oct. 
Dec. 
Oct. 


July 
July 


Oct. 
Nov. 


nse falas tn 
Jan. 


Apr. 
May 
June 
June 
May 
Aug. 
Oct. 


Mar. 
May 
June 
Aug. 


Sept. 


Oct. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
Jan. 


Oct. 
Nov. 
Jan. 
Jan. 


11, 1954 


6, 1954 
7, 1955 
3, 1954 
21, 1954 


11, 1954 
16, 1954 
24, 1954 
13, 1954 
29, 1954 
27, 1954 


14, 1954 
16, 1954 
4, 1954 


29, 1954 








Prescription 


~— 24 tablets_. 


Codeine preparation --- 
Dolophine, 30 tablets 
Cocaine HeL 15 grains. 


en 36 tablets. -_- 


Dolophine, 24 tablets_- 
Dolophine, 36 tablets_- 
Codeine preparation - - - 


Dolophine, 24 tablets_._- 
Dolophine, 36 tablets ___- 


Codeine preparation 
Dolophine, 24 tablets _- 
.40.....- on 
Codeine preparation. wd 
Dolophine, 24 tablets_.-- 
Dolophine, 36 tablets ___- 
Dolophine, 24 tablets___- 
Dolophine, 26 tablets___- 
Dolophine, 24 tablets__- 


no 36 tablets___. 


Saleebtnn, 35 tablets___- 
en 36 tablets_- 


Dilaudid, 36 tablets 4s 
grain. 

Dolophine, 24 tablets__- 

Codeine preparation _ - 


Codeine preparation - ad 
Cocaine Hel. 20 gr 
Dolophine, 36 tablets___- 
cone Hel. 25 gr 


Codeine preparation Ss aia 
Dolophine, 24 tablets. 
Dolophine, 36 tablets__.- 


Codeine preparation _ __- 
seas 24 tablets___. 


Dolophine, 24 tablets_- 
Dolophine, 36 tablets__ 
Codeine preparation 


Dolophine, 26 tablets __- 
Dolophine, 36 tablets_- 
—- 24 tablets_. 


Written by— 


John P. Turner. 
Do. 


Do. 
James E. White. 
John P. Turner, 
James E. White. 
John P. Turner, 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
James E. White, 
John P, Turner. 


Do. 
James E. White. 
John P. Turner. 
James E. White. 
John P. Turner. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 

James E. White. 
Do. 
Do. 


John P. Turner. 





Do. 
James E. White. 
John P. Turner. 
Do. 


James E. White. 


Do. 
John P. Turner. 
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Name Prescription | Written by— 


_ 


*Charles Ward, 2332 North Gretz St., Phila- ; Dolophine, 36 tablets....| James E. White. 
delphia, Pa. Codeine preparation....| John P. Turner. 
*Oceola Wesley, 836 North 12th St., Phila- i EE ee ee Do. 
delphia, Pa. Wate a a Do. 
| Dolophine, 24 tablets_.__| Do. 
Dolophine, 36 tablets Do. 
b Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do 


. 2, Saad | James E. White. 
*Norman Whitehead, 1850 North 13th St., q Codeine preparation__...| John P. Turner. 
Philadelphia, Pa. di era ingen niet Do 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
| Do. 

_...| James E. White. 

*Nathan Young, 1639 North 20th St., Phila- . Lic ciao caidieenn aia ENE s “ECmNs 
delphia, Pa. <—e pe 
a do. 
Dolophine, 24 tablets____| Do. 
eee,’ _....--| Codeine preparation - -- -| Do. 
Jan. 22,1954 | Dolophine, 20 tablets___- Do. 
.....do_..._...]| Codeine preparation. _ Do. 
Feb. 1,1954 | Dolophine, 24 tablets___. Do. 
.| Codeine preparation - - --| Do. 
Dolophine, 48 tablets___- Do. 
Codeine preparation ----| Do. 
i ka cules Do. 
Dolophine, 20 tablets ____| Do. 
Dolophine, 24 tablets_._- Do. 
Codeine preparation - --- Do. 
Sept. 8,1954 | Dolophine, 36 tablets___-| Do. 
Sept. 27, 1954 | Dolophine, 24 tablets_-_-| Do. 











*Denotes criminal record and/or photographs available. 

1 During interval Clark was being ‘‘treated’’ Clark made 3 sales of heroin to an undercover agent. 

? Turner has testified he has only ever treated 1 patient for cocaine addiction, that being Eugene Jackson. 

3 Prescription dated Oct. 13, 1954, was signed by Turner and also bears Turner’s written notation “Drug 
addict under treatment, John P. Turner.” This would tend to disprove Turner’s statement that he told 
White to not prescribe for addicts. 


Note.—Almost all prescriptions listed above bear notation ‘“‘Drug addict under treatment.”’ 


Mr. Gasque. I would like also to have included in the record at the 
appropriate point a map of the city of Philadelphia showing the 
police districts and their boundaries. 

(The map referred to is herewith inserted. ) 

Mr. Gasque. I should also like to have included in the record, and 
it should be made a part of the appendix, a bulletin prepared by the 
Philadelphia Police Department, for use at the police academy, which 
is used in the instruction of police officers on the menace of narcotic 
drugs. 

Senator Dantet. It is so ordered. 

(The bulletin referred to is as follows :) 


THE MENACE OF NArcoTic DRUGS 


Philadelphia Police Department Police Academy 


In order to properly understand the subject about to be discussed, it would be 
well to give some history about the discovery of opium, from which most narcotic 
drugs are derived. 

The word “narcotic” means drug that produces drowsiness, sleep, dullness, 
or an insensible condition, and lessens pain by dulling the nerves. Opium is a 
powerful narcotic. Anything that soothes or dulls. 


HISTORY OF OPIUM 


The name “opium” comes from the Greek word for juice; its sleep-producing 
and pain-relieving power has been known from prehistoric times. 
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It was discovered by Theophrastus, a pupil of Aristotle, and in the fifth cen- 
tury B. C., harvesting of opium from incised poppy bulbs was practiced just as 
it is at present in the Orient. 

Opium is obtained from the poppy plant, particularly from the white poppy 
plant, viz, by incising the unripe capsules of the plant on the stem. A white 
milk juice exudes, which is allowed to dry on the plant until it is a dark brown 
semisolid mass. This is opium, which is scraped o:, collected, and wrapped in 
the covering of poppy leaves. 

Prepared opium: A boiled-down solution of raw opium for the use of opium 
smokers. “Prepared” opium is not prescribed medically, but is used through- 
out the world for smoking. The possession of opium prepared for smoking is 
illegal in the United States. 

The technique and apparatus needed to prepare smoking opium are not highly 
complex. Although the process is kept carefully secret by Chinese who convert 
much of the raw gum into prepared smoking opium, the conversion must be 
made where the inevitable fumes will not be too noticeable, and where the oper- 
ator can work in a leisurely fashion, for the process takes time. The equip- 
ment needed is very primitive—2 or 3 cooking pots and plenty of filtering mate- 
rial, such as cheesecloth, will suffice. The pots may be small iron, tin, or alumi- 
num cooking utensils, or they may be large stainless-steel or aluminum vats 
where opium is prepared on a large scale. 

The brick gum, or raw opium, is first heated in a small amount of water and 
boiled until it goes into solution with the hot water, when it is filtered through 
several layers of cheesecloth into a second vessel. The residue caught in the 
cheesecloth is called “dog” and consists of various impurities such as leaves, 
fragments of poppy pods, stems, etc., which were taken up when the crude gum 
was collected. This dog is put through several more boilings (with some water 
added) in order to extract all the opium possible from the residue, and each 
boiling is filtered into the pot containing the original filtration. Then the entire 
filtrated solution is cooked very slowly over a low fire and carefully stirred to 
prevent scorching. When the maximum water has been boiled off, the result- 
ing thick, sticky paste is ready for smoking. While this process requires some 
skill and experience, it is not the highly secret and mysterious process that 
Chinese processors usually make it out to be. 

The use of opium in medicine and surgery is indispensable. The famous 
English physician of the 17th century, Sydenham, once wrote: “Among the 
remedies which it has pleased Almighty God to give to man to relieve his suf- 
fering, none is so universal and so efficacious as opium.” There can be no doubt 
that opium is a blessing when properly utilized, but, as has been indicated earlier, 
a vast illicit use for it has unfortunately been prevalent throughout the cen- 
turies, and probably will always continue. 

There are about 17 derivaties from opium, principal of which are morphine, 
heroin, and dilaudid, used by drug addicts. 

The principal producers of opium are Iran, Turkey, Yugoslavia, India, and 
China. They show a combined annual yield in excess of 2,000 tons. 


OPIUM 


A small pellet of gum opium is placed in a pipe and smoked by the user. After 
a few puffs he goes off into a stupor which lasts for hours. It is said to create 
dreams of a pleasant nature. Some users, not being able to afford the opium 
itself, smoke the residue remaining after the opium has been used in a pipe 
known as yenshi. 

Others eat opium, which produces a bigger “kick” than smoking it. Opium 
eaters get the full effect of the morphine, and strong addiction develops wherein 
the eaters consume huge quantities in order to satisfy their craving. They 
suffer severe agony when unable to obtain the drug. 


MORPHINE 


Morphine, a derivative of opium, by many is injected directly into the body 
tissues. Its effect is rapid and overwhelming. Complete dependence upon it 
comes quickly, and once used the addict cannot be satisfied by milder narcotics. 
Once addicted, it is almost impossible to break. 

Morphine is probably the most valuable drug used by physicians because it 
relieves suffering which often cannot be treated by removing the cause. It has 
a specific pain-relieving or analgesic action on the central nervous system. 
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HEROIN 


Heroin is a narcotic product made from morphine. Its effect is even faster 
and stronger than morphine and the addict can only control himself with larger 
and larger doses. He will do anything in order to get it. 

Heroin appears in relatively large quantities in contraband trade as a white 
powder. It is the most common narcotic drug of the opiate series in contraband 
trade. Large dealers and smugglers may handle it in relatively pure form with 
little or no adulteration. It is sold to the retail trade (usually heavily cut) 
in capsules or folded in tissue paper (decks or bindles). Occasionally it appears 
in tablet form. 

Heroin may be used the same as morphine, by mouth or by hypodermically and 
intravenously. In addition, addicts may take heroin alone or with cocaine by 
sniffing it up the nose where it is absorbed through the nasal mucous membrane. 
This is often an initial phase of addiction preceding intravenous injection. 
Heroin and cocaine are also taken, mixed, by needle. 

Heroin sells for $3 a capsule and $5 a small package, and some addicts use 
from 8 to 10 packages a day. 


DILAUDID 


Dilaudid is derived from morphine. It is used as a substitute, and while it is 
much stronger in pain-relieving quantities, its toxic dose is much smaller than 
morphine. 


MARIHUANA 


Marihuana is a hemp weed which grows in many parts of the country. Plenty 
of it is found growing in this city. The leaves of the plant, when dry and 
crumbled, resemble the Bull Durham type of smoking tobacco. The color is 
light brown to a dried-grass green. When burning, it has an odor of burning 
hay, and is usually smoked in cigarettes twice the thickness of two matchsticks, 
wrapped in ordinary cigarette paper or tan-color straw paper crimped at both 
ends. 

The cigarettes are called reefers, weed, hay, muggles, and sticks. They sell 
for $1 each, and 1 pound of loose marihuana costs about $260 and will make 
1,200 cigarettes. The profit is enormous. 

Medical experts agree on the complete unpredictability of the effect of nar- 
cotics on different individuals. A small dose taken by one subject may bring 
about intense intoxication, raving fits, criminal assault. Another subject can 
consume large amounts without experiencing any reaction except stupefaction. 
It is this unpredictable effect which makes marihuana one of the most dangerous 
drugs known. Moreover, every individual will react in a different degree to the 
same dosage of this narcotic, depending on his psychological and mental consti- 
tution. The first reactions appear in an hour or so after consumption, in the 
form of muscular trembling, increased heartbeat, acceleration of the pulse. This 
is accompanied by a ringing in the ears, an intense feeling of heat in the head, 
dizziness, and sensations of cold in the hands and feet. Constrictions in the 
chest, dilation of the pupils of the eyes, and muscular contraction follow. Ini- 
tially, the individual is excited, restless, and boisterous. 


BARBITURATES 


These are commonly called sedatives, rest, or sleeping tablets, medically known 
as seconal, nembutal, luminal, phenobarbital, amytal, and tuinal. These are 
referred to collectively in slang as “goof balls.” 

Seconal: White powder contained in red capsules, called redbirds. 

Nembutal: White powder contained in yellow capsules, called yellowjacket. 

Benzedrine: Heart-shaped tablet usually orange in color, called Bennies. 
While not a barbiturate, does come under the general classification of habit- 
forming drugs. Those named above are white powders contained in brightly 
colored capsules. 

Tonight, as on every night of the year, tens of thousands of sleepless Ameri- 
cans will woo the Sandman the easy way. They will scorn such unguaranteed 
methods as taking a hot bath, drinking a glass of milk, or counting sheep. In- 
stead, they will break through the sleep barrier by dosing themselves with 
barbiturates, commonly known as sleeping pills. 

For many, this prebedtime ritual of swallowing one or more brightly colored 
capsules to insure slumber may become an unbreakable habit. Few realize it, 
but this is a habit which can ultimately destroy them, mentally and physically. 
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Barbiturates are addiction forming in every sense of the word, and their 
abusive use has become one of the major health problems of the country. 

The shocking, hard-to-believe truth is that there are far more users of bar- 
biturates walking around today hooked by the habit than there are morphine 
addicts. And it is ironic that few of them realize that their prognosis for a 
normal life span is often much blacker, because of the dangers of inadvertent 
overdoses and accidents caused by impaired muscular coordination, than the one 
ordained for morphine users. 

If the sleeping-pill novice could see the true clinical picture of the barbiturate 
addict he would probably be so jolted that he would say farewell forever to 
sleeping potions. 

In addition to the evil effects of addiction, barbiturates may produce skin 
rashes, large doses may complicate liver and kidney disorders. 

Americans are using barbiturates in incredible amounts. To meet the voracious 
demand, this year pharmaceutical houses will manufacture about 350 tons of the 
stuff, enough to put the entire population of the United States to sleep every 
night for 3 weeks. 

Obviously, this is far beyond the ration required for legitimate medical pur- 
poses. We would be aghast if this involved a drug like morphine, for it would 
imply that we are becoming a nation of drug fiends. 

Most of us would as soon keep a box of scorpions in our medicine chests as a 
vial of narcotics. Yet, when it comes to the far more sinister barbiturates, fear 
and caution go out the window, and the insidious tablets remain on the bathroom 
shelf as accessible as aspirin. 

If barbiturates were taken only for conditions approved by the physician and 
in amounts prescribed, there would be little harm done. But all too often the 
person who has found 8 hours’ release from the problems of the day wants to be 
sure he will get this release every night. So he succumbs to the temptation of 
the unfinished bottle and pops a pill into his mouth. The oftener he does this, the 
more readily he does it; and soon he is on his way to becoming an addict. 

The grim hold the sinister drug exerts over its victims becomes the more ap- 
parent when the supply is cut off. There is a greater threat of death in trying 
to cure the barbiturate habit than in curing morphine addiction, and the with- 
drawal symptoms are much more serious than those experienced by morphine 
habitues. 

Deprive a barbiturate addict of his dosage, and he becomes so weak he can 
hardly stand. Between the 16th hour and the 5th day of withdrawal, but usually 
about the 30th hour, one or more convulsions occur, and there are hallucina- 
tions resembling those observed in delirium tremens. 

sarbiturates and obituaries, too, go hand in hand. A comparatively few pills 
can cause death for the occasional user who has not built up a tolerance acquired 
by addicts. This year several thousand Americans will take overdoses, and 
close to 1,000 will die, according to the United States Office of Vital Statistics. 

The sleeping-pill menace must be curbed. Physicians harassed by sleepless 
patients should prescribe a harmless, non-habit-forming sedative instead. Wher- 
ever possible, they should treat not the symptom but the cause of whatever dis- 
turbance is preventing the patient from sleeping in the first place. 

The most important immediate steps, in the opinion of experts, are strict en- 
forcement of the Federal law which not only prohibits sale of barbiturates without 
prescription, but also their unauthorized refill: A more conscientious self-control 
by doctors authorizing refills on the original prescription; and enactment of 
State laws imposing stronger restrictions on barbiturates in intrastate commerce. 


What is a drug addict? 


Drug addiction is a state of periodic or chronic intoxication, detrimental to 
the individual and to society, produced by the repeated consumption of a drug 
(natural or synthetic), its characteristics include: 

1. An overpowering desire or need (compulsion) to continue taking the 
drug and to obtain it by any means. 
2. A tendency to increase the dose. 
3. A psychic (psychological and sometimes physical) dependence on the 
effects of the drug. 
How does it start? 


It is a proven fact that about 75 percent of drug addicts, started their habits 
by association with other addicts. 

One puff, one sniff, or one shot, injection by needle does not make a confirmed 
drug addict. Constant use of narcotics leads to addiction. 
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In the first place, the drug victims must have the unstable, escape-seeking 
type of personality. : fs 

They start by smoking marihuana, often on a dare, or through inquisitiveness 
to see what it is like. Marihuana destroys inhibitions, and may cause normally 
harmless persons to commit atrocious crimes while under its influence, without 
any sense of wrongdoing. Its use leads progressively to the use of morphine and 
heroin. Finally ending with addiction from which they cannot extricate them- 
selves. 


Indications of use of narcotic drugs 


Symptoms of the early use of narcotic drugs, especially taken in small doses 
are hard to determine. However, the observation of the subject for the following 
symptoms indicate usage of drugs. 

1. Temperament and habit: 

(a) Marked change in normal habits of living, eating, sleeping. 
(0) Loss of interest in previous normal activities. 
(c) Lack of respect to parents. 
(d) Tendency to be evasive and untruthful. 
2. Physical symptoms. 
(a) Pinpoint pupils or glassy appearance of eyes. 
(0b) Loss of appetite. 
(c) Loss of weight. 
(d) Sallow complexion. 

Narcotic users suffer from severe constipation and eventually suffer from 
impacted intestines which, unless properly taken care of, leads to many compli- 
cations. 

The most significant signs which may (when supplemented by further objective 
evidence) indicate addiction are: 

1. A statement by the individual that he is an addict. 

2. The possession of addicting drugs (either medical or contraband) without 
adequate explanation. 

3. A tendency on the part of the suspect to hide or conceal these drugs. 

4. The presence of needle marks in the form of black or blue spots resembling 
tattooing ; these may indicate skin shooting, and will usually appear on the arms 
and legs, or even on the backs of the hands. Fresh needle punctures, sometimes 
topped by minute scabs or crusts, are especially significant. 

do. The presence of elongated scars (frequently of tattooing appearance) over 
the veins, especially those of the forearm, the insteps, or the lower legs ; however, 
these may have a medical explanation unrelated to addiction. 

6. The presence of boillike abscesses over the veins or near the sites where the 
veins approach the surface. 

7. An appearance of drowsiness, sleepiness, or lethargy (on the nod) espe- 
cially if accompanied by a tendency to scratch the body as if itching. This 
sometimes indicates a slight overdose of opiates or their synthetic equivalents. 

8. The tendency to develop withdrawal symptoms if isolated completely and 
observed constantly for a period of 12 to 24 hours. This applies only to the 
opiates and barbiturates. 

9. Wide fluctuations in the size of the pupils of the eyes, with the pupil 
reaching a maximum of constriction immediately after the suspect may have 
taken an injection; this applies only to opiates. 

10. The possession of equipment for smoking opium, unless, of course, this 
equipment has only a curiosity value, or is owned by a collector. If it is freshly 
or currently used, the odor will be characteristic. 

11. The possession of hypodermic equipment. excepting those persons with a 
legitimate need for such equipment, such as diabetics who must take regular 
injections of insulin, or medical addicts. However, the legitimate user will 
invariably possess a standard medical syringe and needle, while the addict 
usually (but not always) tends to prefer the homemade syringes. 

12. An appearance of intoxication, but with no odor of alcohol present. This 
may indicate the use of marihuana, chloral hydrate, or the barbiturates. Mari- 
huana tends to produce the hilarious type of intoxication, while the barbiturates 
tend to produce stupor when used in intoxicating quantities, but there are also 
all ranges of intoxication encountered. Persons who have recently smoked 
marihuana will have a characteristic cubeb or weedy odor of the breath. Mari- 
huana tends to cause the impairment of judgment without impairing motor 
control in proportion, or at least to the extent that intoxicating doses of alcohol 
would impair motor control. 
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13. A tendency for the individual to sit looking off into space, known to 
rome addicts as “goofing”: This may indicate use of heroin or barbiturates or 

oth. 

14. The possession of a cooking spoon with handle characteristically bent 
backward, or a cooker made from a metal bottle cap with a wire handle; small 
glass viais are also sometimes used. They are all characteristically blackened 
from being held over a lighted match. 

15. A tendency to laugh excessively, or to laugh at things which others do not 
think funny; a tendency for the metaphors used to reflect a distortion of time 
and space. They may be indicative of mild intoxication on marihuana, but is 
not observed among opiate users. 

16. A knowledge of the argot of the underworld narcotic addict. While some 
addicts who secure their drugs exclusively from medical sources never learn any 
of the argot, these addicts are decidedly in the minority. Most addicts will 
know or respond to terms from the argot of the underworld addict, and especially 
to terms employed predominantly by users of the type of drug which the addict 
takes. 

17. A tendency for the suspect to isolate himself at regular intervals (4 or 5 
hours apart) in order to take hypodermic injections. 

18. An obvious discrepancy between the amount of money the suspect earns 
and the amount he spends for the necessities of life: If he makes $100 a week 
and is always broke, with no obvious expenditures for necessities, he may be 
supporting a drug habit. 

19. The tendency for a person who has previously been reliable to resort to 
thievery, embezzlement, forgery, prostitution, etc. They may indicate that he 
or she needs the large amounts of money necessary to support a drug habit. 

20. A new technique has been developed for proving addiction in cases deprived 
of opiate drugs but showing insufficient withdrawal signs to permit positive 
diagnosis. It has been shown that N-Allylnormorphine administered hypo- 
dermically in 2.5 to 15 milligrams dosage will precipitate or intensify latent 
withdrawal signs so that the diagnosis of opiate withdrawal can easily be made 
if the subject has been taking the opiates thus far tested in even small quanti- 
ties. Usually within 15 minutes after the dose of N-Allylnormorphine is given 
the patient dramatically and abruptly develops typical withdrawal signs, in- 
cluding sweating, gooseflesh, restlessness, aches, and pains in the muscles and 
joints, nausea, and vomiting. The new drug has been used in this manner for 
confirming addiction to morphine, heroin, and methodone. 


Effects of using narcotic drugs to mouth, stomach, and intestines 


Vital secretions of the body are decreased through steady use of narcotics. 
The mouth should not be acid, but repeated use of narcotics makes it so. The 
teeth rot and fall out. 

With secretions decreased in the stomach and intestines a person loses his 
natural appetite and becomes sluggish and haggard. Also movement of muscles 
in the stomach and intestines is reduced, resulting in constipation. The gall 
bladder is involved, often becoming inflamed. Victims suffer from jaundice, 
which causes loss of energy and makes the eyes and skin turn an ugly yellow. 


Nose and lungs 


Some drug addicts take narcotics through the nose by sniffing. From sniffing 
dope the membrane lining the nose become inflamed and red ulcers appear. They 
get deep and a hole is likely to form in the partition between the nostrils. 
Breathing is badly affected. Ordinarily, one breathes in and out about 17 times 
a minute. The addict’s breathing is slowed down to as little as 4 times a minute 
as a result of the poisonous action of overdoses of narcotics. 

The addict’s inability to breathe normally cuts down the supply of oxygen 


he needs for his blood. Over a period, the addict is easy prey to bronchitis and 
tuberculosis. 


Nervous system 


Perhaps some persons who become narcotic addicts are none too bright before 
they start. But the drug habit can fasten its terrible hold just as easily on 
the smart individual who thinks he knows it all and won’t listen to sound 
advice. 

The more anyone gets sunk into addiction, the more the weak traits he 
started with are exaggerated, and his good traits disappear. Any strength 
of character the addict may have had originally is greatly weakened. 
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A young person who gets into addiction is sleepy most of the time. He be- 
comes poor in his studies or work, he is cross, tells stupid lies, or refuses to talk 
at all. 

When a dose of narcotics wears off, every nerve from the top of his head to 
the tip of his toes tortures him. His nose runs and he starts to twitch, going 
into the cycle of withdrawal symptoms. 

Continuing to take habit-forming drugs in many cases results in complete 
insanity or a career of crime. It wrecks major functions of the body and the 
nervous system. It destroys judgment and willpower, and creates a living 
hell mentally, morally, physically, and emotionally. 


Other damage 


Morphine and other opiates are thrown off by the body through the kidneys 
and the intestines. A body poison is formed in this process. 

This has a very bad effect on the sex organs. Men addicts, if they marry, 
may not be able to become fathers, they have no desire for sex. 

Women addicts, if they can have children, pass the poison along to their 
children. 

As one symptom of addiction, the veins gradually collapse, leaving purple 
marks on the skin (tatoo marks), boils, and abcesses appear due to the use of 
unclean and unsterilized needles employed in injecting the narcotics into the 
body. 

The sparkle of pleasing personality is lost. The victims are too sleepy and 
unreliable to hold a job, and need an enormous amount of money to keep up 
the drug habit. 

They lose interest in everyone around them, and are careless about their 


person. Their interest narrows down to concern about only one thing, getting 
another dose of the drug. 


Withdrawal symptoms 


The symptoms usually start from 4 to 12 hours after the last dose is taken, 
and reaches a peak between 24 to 72 hours, ending in from 5 days to several 
weeks. 


The cycle of withdrawal sometimes has a pattern, and the order of severity 
of the symptoms are: 

1. Yawning, lacrimation, and perspiration. 

2. Tremors, goose flesh, loss of appetite, dilated pupils. 

3. Fever, respiratory rate increased, restlessness, insomnia. 

4. Vomiting, diarrhea, and loss of weight. 


Searching for narcotic drugs 


Persons arrested for narcotic violations, should be given a thorough and sys- 
tematic search, their person, effects, baggage, rooms, and ensemble. 

A search should be conducted by at least two officers, not only for complete- 
ness, but to assure corroboration in case of prosecution. It should be thoroughly 
systematic from the head to the foot. The suspect should be disrobed, and his 
wearing apparel minutely examined. The disrobing is important because nar- 
cotic drugs have frequently been found attached to intimate and other parts 
of a prisoner’s anatomy. 

They also have been found concealed in hatbands, neckties, seams of clothing, 
hidden small pockets of coats, vests, and also in cuffs of trousers, in fountain pens, 
back of watches, as well as in the heels and inner soles of shoes. 
to both male and female. 

When searching a room or automobile, it is very important that the prisoner 
be present at all times, because if he is not, your case against him will be weak- 
ened when presented in court, and he or she can never say that the drugs were 
planted on them. 

When searching a room, all persons should be put in one location and made to 
stay there, with one officer assigned to watch so nothing can be destroyed. 

Plenty of time should be used to search a room or automobile, and stuffing 
of chairs should be examined, mattresses removed from the beds and searched, 
under rugs and behind any piece of wallpaper that may be loose, window shades 
should be run up and down as narcotics are often hid in them, all books should 
be carefully searched as parts of the books are removed and the drugs hidden 
in the empty space, all clothes in the room must be thoroughly searched. All 
electric fixtures to be removed as drugs have been found behind the fixtures. 
Search all shoes in a room, and especially in the toes, look inside of electric 


This applies 
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razor, as a recent arrest was made after finding several packages of heroin hid- 
den there. Search all waste paper cans or bags, as drugs are often hidden 
under the trash, look between the slices of bread if the loaf has been opened. All 
cereal boxes should be searched. <A search of the icebox should be made as 
drugs have often been found wrapped inside packages of meat and other food. 

When searching a room or house, make sure that no one be allowed to use 
the bathroom as they may flush the drugs down the toilet. 

Remove all drawers and look underneath of them and behind them as nar- 
cotics are often taped onto the bottom or placed behind them. 

Search all chewing gum wrappers and cigarette boxes as they are often used 
to conceal drugs. 

Search behind and under anything that moves. 

When searching an automobile, be sure to remove the hub caps and examine 
the spare tire as sometimes the tube is removed and drugs hidden in the tire, 
look under the seats and all floor mats, under the dashboard and under the hood. 
Search under the body of the car for special fixtures that may be welded there 
to carry narcotics in. 

If narcotic drugs are found in an automobile, the car is confiscated and 
turned over to the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. 

All drugs seized are to be sent to the chemist for analysis and must be de- 
livered by the person who confiscated them, and this must be done immediately 
after the seizure is made if in the daytime, and if at night, the drugs should be 
placed in the captain’s safe until morning. 


The dope peddler 


Drug peddlers are of all persons the vilest, the most contemptible and the 
most criminal. The highway man takes either your money or your life. The 
drug peddler takes both, for by degrees and rapid degrees, he is ushering un- 
fortunate humanity iuto crime and eternity. He is also a breeder of criminals 
and a creator of crime. He is far more dangerous than a man running at large 
with a gun. The gunman will kill 1 or 2 people and face the penalty in the elec- 
tric chair for his crime. The drug peddler stealthily kills the ambition, poisons 
the mind, destroys the body, and wrecks the home; and hands to society a 
skeleton of a human being, the most dejected and impossible of all derelicts. 

Furthermore, this peddler of drugs not only destroys the life of his clientele, 
but through their activities, the pestilence is rapidly spreading, thus creating 
new avenues of traffic for his drugs. 

The degenerate and inhuman and unscrupulous villainy of the drug peddler is 
all the more ghastly when we know that the big professional peddler of drugs 
will, under no circumstances, taste his own wares. He knows that to taste the 
drug means destruction, and thus out of the horrible wreckage of human beings, 
he reaps enormous profits. No punishment is too great for a smuggler or 
peddler of drugs, because he is not only murdering men and women and children 
of today, but generations yet unborn. 

Of all the plagues visited upon our land, drug addiction is by far the most 
horrible and the most deadly. It kills the body, soul, and spirit. It destroys 
not only the person who acquires the habit, but that person immediately becomes 
the medium of transmitting the habit to many others, thus rapidly spreading the 
course from family to family, and from community to community. 

A man who drinks liquor seeks sociability, enjoys drinking in company with 
his friends, but warns the young man of the evil lurking in the pleasure, and 
admonishes the young man to abstain from it. In contradistinction, the drug 
user seeks some hidden spot all alone, and then teaches others to use the exhila- 
rating lifegiving deathly thing, that he too may enter the promised secret realms 
of inexpressible ecstacy. 

Furthermore, drug addiction is no respector of person, age, sex, or nationality. 
It thrives alike among the rich and the poor, among the cultured and the igno- 
rant, and is at home in all the professions, pursuits, and multiplying avocations 
of life. It is a living death, insidious in its approach, terrific in its reactions. 
No one, except those who are accustomed to dealing with the drug addict, can 
form the slightest conception of the agonies of mind, the writhings of the body, 
and the wrestlings of the spirit through which an addict is constantly passing. 

The greatest menace confronting civilization today is drug addiction. It is 
eating at the very vitals of the Nation. 

The fact that millions of sufferers have had their pain relieved throughout 
the ages by the opiates, lessens not one whit the importance of a full understand- 


ing of the problem of narcotics and of the dissipation of public and individual 
ignorance. 
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This understanding involves the knowledge of how the trafficker in narcotics 
operates, of what is being done to stop him, and what still remains to be accom- 
plished, and of why the citizen must not turn aside and rely on another to be 
the good Samaritan. 

For drug addiction is murder on the installment plan. We are convinced that 
though the situation today is disquieting despite 44 years of striving for a system 
of international control, it would have been disastrous without those years of 
effort. It is a little known and too seldom mentioned fact that there is one 
important field of international diplomacy in which the United States Govern- 
ment has for several decades met with amazing and continuing success. There 
have been few more dramatic or more fruitful efforts at international collabora- 
tion than those in the field of the control of narcotic drugs. The results ob- 
tained are outstanding. 

For centuries the public has been the symbol of a devil's instrumentality, of 
traffic fraught with evil, of unscrupulous men who satisfied by it their lust for 
wealth and power, of amoral nations who comprised for economic reasons and 
of a potent weapon of aggression. 

And today, it is the Communists of Red China who are exploiting the public, 
who are financing aggressive warfare through depravity and human misery. 
Drug addiction is a cold, calculated, ruthless, systematic plan to undermine by 
creating new addicts while sustaining the old. 

It requires all-out action on all levels of government; local, State, and 
national, as well as by international cooperation. It will take that kind of 
concerted effort to stamp out drug addiction. These are immediate steps toward 
the final goal. 

(Cempiled by: Glasgow Driscoll, commanding, narcotic unit, March 1, 1955.) 


Senator Dante. I believe we have two more witnesses, Charles 
Ward and Leonard Robinson. 

Senator WELKER. We have Wilma Porter here. 

Miss Porter, will you step forward, please, and raise your right 
hand and be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 


before the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee Investigating Narcotics 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you, God? 

Miss Porter. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILMA PORTER, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Weriker. You are Wilma Porter / 

Miss Porrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Where do you live‘ 

Miss Porrer. 1806 West Diamond Street, Philadelphia. 

Senator We_ker. When did you start using narcotics 4 

Miss Porrer. May 1953. 

Senator Weiker. In May of 1953 you embarked on the use of 
narcotics / 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WeLxer. What sort of narcotics did you first use / 

Miss Porter. I started to smoke reefers. 

Senator WeLker. You started to smoke reefers / 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. That is marihuana? 

Miss Porrer. Yes. 

Senator We_ker. Where did you get your marihuana / 

Miss Porrer. At the time I knew of someone smoking them, and 
they come around and let you smoke with them. 

68489—56—pt. 218 
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Senator WeLker. Would you care to tell the committee who that 
smoker was? 

Miss Porter. I don’t know their whereabouts. 

Senator We.ker. Do you know her name? 

Miss Porter. I knew her name then, but that was a while back, I 
don’t know. 

Senator WeLxer. What was her name then? 

Miss Porter. Mary. 

Senator Wetxer. Mary who? 

Miss Porter. I don’t know her whereabouts, I don’t know her last 
name. 

Senator Weixer. Now, Wilma, we are not trying to mousetrap 
her, or anything like that, if you have any idea that we are trying to 
mislead you or get you in trouble. Please bear that in mind. e 
want to help others that might fall in the same position that you are 
now. 

Now, with that admonition, can you tell us anything about Mary, 
more definitely ? 

Miss Porrer. I don’t know her whereabouts. 

Senator WreLxer. You don’t know her whereabouts? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator WeLker. Can you tell me her name? 

Miss Porter. I don’t know her last name, I just knew her as Mary. 

Senator Werxer. Did you ever hear the name that she used, the 
last name? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator WeLker. Mary; are you telling the truth? 

Miss Porter. Yes; I am telling the truth. 

Senator Wexxer. In any event, you went to this mysterious Mary, 
who was smoking a reefer ? 

Miss Porter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Did she give you one, or did you buy one? 

Miss Porter. She wasn’t selling it, I don’t know where she was 
getting it from. 
ao We txer. How did you happen to take this reefer from 

ary ? 

Miss Porter. I never had smoked, and from curiosity, I tried. 

Senator Wetxer. Who asked you to smoke it, Mary ? 

Miss Porter. No, I seen her smoke, and I tried. 

Senator Wetker. How did you know she had a reefer? 

Miss Porter. She was smoking it in my presence. 

Senator Danrex. How did you know it was a reefer ? 

Miss Porter. Because she told me. 

Senator Weixer. Well, Mary told you, then, that she was smoking 
a reefer, and you thought you would try one, is that right? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. How old were you at that time ? 

Miss Porter. Twenty-seven. 

Senator Wetker. How many reefers did you smoke ? 

Miss Porter. Well, I smoke one, and then I smoked—from time to 
time I smoked reefers. 

Senator Wetker. When did you start buying the reefers? From 
Mary ? 

Miss Porter. She wasn’t selling the reefer. 
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Senator Dantex. I mean, did you ever buy a reefer ? 

Miss Porter. Yes, she was getting them from somewhere, we got 
some. 

Senator Wetxer. And did you buy them from Mary ? 

Miss Porter. No; I would give her money and she would get them 
from someone else. 

Senator Wertker. And you bought them from her? 

Miss Porter. I had to buy them, you had to give her a dollar to get 
the reefer. 

Senator Wetxer. You had to give her a dollar to get the reefer? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. And how many of those reefers did you buy before 
you went on to something else ? 

Miss Porter. I don’t have any idea just how many. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t know? 

Miss Porter. No, sir. 

Senator Weixker. Then what did you take? 

Miss Porter. I start snorting drugs. 

Senator WeLKer. What were you snorting, cocaine? 

Miss Porter. Cocaine and heroin. 

Senator WeLker. Where did you get that ? 

Miss Porrer. I got the heroin from Marion, and a girl named 
Octavia, the cocaine. 

Senator Wetxker. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. McDermott. She received the cocaine from Octavia, and the 
heroin from Marion. Marion isa girl named Marion McDaniels. 

Senator Dantet. It was first Mary that gave you the reefer? 

Miss Porter. No, I don’t believe so. 

Mr. McDermort. Mary gave her the reefer, but Marion the heroin; 
is that right? 

Miss Porter. That is right. 

Mr. McDermorr. Marion is known as “Big Leg” Marion, that is 
the name she is known by. 

Senator Werker. Did you know her by that name, “Big Leg” 
Marion ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. That is an awful name to hang on anyone. 

Mr. McDermorr. If you saw her you would know the reason why. 

Mr. Gasquet. What is Marion’s last name? 

Miss Porter. Marion McDaniels. 

Mr. Gasquet. Is Marion McDaniels in jail? 

Miss Porter. I don’t know where she is. 

Mr. Gasquet. Where was she when you purchased drugs from her? 

Miss Porter. She was here at that time. 

Mr. Gasque.. When was that; what year? 

Miss Porter. I purchased from her in November, and last year 
she was here. 

Mr. Gasqur. Is Marion incarcerated now ? 

Mr. McDermortr. Marion is a fugitive. Marion McDaniels and 
her sister, Vivian McDaniels, are the daughters of a minister who 
resides at 18th and Susquehanna; they did live there, and then they 
moved up to the northern section of the city, where Marion purchased 
a house for approximately $11,000. 

Mr. Gasquet. What was the other person’s name? 
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Mr. McDernmorr. Octavia Akins. 

Mr. Gasque. Is she incarcerated ? 

Mr. McDermott. She is now serving an indeterminate sentence in 
Moyamensing as a result of this case. 

Mr. Gasque. Have you given all the information you can to the 
police officers relative to the people you purchased from ? 

Miss Porrer. Yes. 

Mr. McDermorr. She has been extremely helpful since the time of 
her arrest. 

Senator Wetxker. Wilma, prior to your taking on the habit, were 
you convicted of assault and battery by shooting ? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator WELKER. Were you charged with that ? 

Miss Porrer. I have been charged with it. 

Mr. Gasque. Did you carry a gun? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator WeLker. You were convicted of running a lottery; is that 
right ? 

Miss Porter. I was convicted for lottery, yes. 

Senator We.ker. Is that the numbers game? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And that was in 1951? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Werixer. And back in 1948 you had a little trouble with 
Judge McDevitt, but he dismissed your case on liquor; is that right ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Werker. Now, that assault and battery by shooting, you 
failed to answer that charge; didn’t you? 

Miss Porrer. No, I was in county prison doing a 60-day sentence 
for lottery. I went back before the magistrate and was discharged. 

Senator WELKER. How about it, do you want to tell us what brought 
that about? How did that happen? 

Miss Porter. I didn’t see it. I don’t know how it occurred. 

Senator WELKER. Were you there when there was any shooting at 
all? 

Miss Porter. I was there when she was hurt, but somebody jumped 
on me and hit me, so I don’t know how she got shot. I have been 
discharged on it. 

Senator Wevker. Then in 1954, March 13, you were brought before 
Judge Carroll for possession and use of heroin; isn’t that right? 

Miss Porrer. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. And then in 1954 did you have any trouble getting 
funds to buy heroin? 

Miss Porrer. Trouble getting funds, money ? 

Senator WeLKeER. Yes. 

Miss Porrer. No. 

Senator Werxer. Well, had you been arrested for operating a 
house of ill fame, or bawdy house ¢ 

Miss Porter. I was arrested in my house and charged with that. 

Senator WeLKER. Were you guilty of operating a bad house? 

Miss Porrer. No. 

Senator Wevker. Then in 1954 you were arrested again, November 
29, for drug addiction, heroin. 

Miss Porter. Yes. 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 609 


Senator Wetxer. And then in 1955, on January 13, you were ar- 
rested for being a drug addict operating a motor vehicle; is that 
right? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. You were given some synthetics then, I take it? 

Now, on January 31 of this year you were caught in a big raid; 
is that right? 

Miss Porter. January 20. 

Senator WeLker. You were caught in a big raid ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. And what did they catch you under? 

Miss Porter. They didn’t catch anything on me, but marks. 

Senator Werxer. Did they find any heroin in your possession ? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator Wetker. They didn’t establish the fact that you had sold 
heroin ? 

Miss Porter. I did go get heroin for the detective. 

Mr. Gasque. You and a previous witness did go get heroin for 
someone else; did you? 

Miss Porter. Yes; I went and got it. 

Senator Danie. Whom did you go with? 

Miss Porter. Whom did I go with to get it? 

Senator Dante. Yes. 

Miss Porter. I went alone. 

Senator Dantet. I thought you said you went with someone else. 

Miss Porter. I didn’t understand him to say someone. 

Mr. GasqueE. I was trying to point out that two previous witnesses 
testified on this point, and both of them went to get heroin, but neither 
one of them sold heroin. 

Senator Danret. Did you go with anybody to get heroin? 

Miss Porter. No; I got it myself. 

Senator Danret. Where did you get it ? 

Miss Porter. From Marion McDaniels. 

Senator Dantret. When did you become a drug addict? 

Miss Porrer. To use heroin? 

Senator Dantev. Yes. 

Miss Porter. Started snorting in November of 1953. 

Senator Dantev. That was after you started smoking marihuana? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And you had already gotten in trouble before 
that in the lottery case, hadn’t you? 

Miss Porter. Yes; I had been in the lottery. 

Senator Dantet. Did you use any kind of drugs before you started 
helping to run the lottery ? 

Miss Porter. Oh, no. 

Senator Dantev. And how much of your 60 days to 1 year sentence 
on a lottery charge did you serve in 1951? 

Miss Porter. Sixty-day sentence. 

Senator Dantet. Sixty days. And then you were paroled? 

Miss Porter. On probation; yes. 

Senator Danrev. And then you started using heroin? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. And how long did you use heroin? 

Miss Porter. Up until December of—January of 1954. 
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Senator Dante. How many years did you use heroin ? 

Miss Porter. I used it about 11 months. 

Senator Danret. How much did you use a day ? 

Miss Porter. I started to use a bag, a small portion, a day and 
my habit enlarged. I don’t know just how much I used. 

Senator Danie. How would you take the heroin ? 

Miss Porter. I started to inject it in my flesh. 

Senator Dantet. In what? 

Miss Porter. I started to inject it in my veins. 

Senator Danrev. And is that the way you took it all along? 

Miss Porter. No. I first started to snort it through my nose. 

Senator Dante.. And then you started injecting it in your veins 
with needles? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. Pardon me, Senator, may I just ask this: I 
wonder if I could see where you first started taking it in the veins. 
Does it show on you? 

Miss Porter. That mark. 

Senator WeLker. That is this mark, indicating a dark mark about 
5 inches in length; is that a fair statement, Wilma? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. And the right arm shows two marks, one of about 
4 inches in length and the other about 2 inches in length. Is that 
fair, Wilma? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator WetKer. I have no further questions. 

Senator Danret. How did you get money to buy heroin? 

Miss Porter. I worked at different methods. 

Senator Danret. Speak out loud so that we can hear. 

Miss Porter. I had some money of my own at the time and I used 
it. And I remortgaged my home and used it, used the money from 
the remortgage, used it up in dope. 

Senator Danie. You used all the money you had saved up and 
then mortgaged your home and used all that? 

Miss Porter. I mortgaged my home first. 

Senator Danter. And used all that money for dope? 

Miss Porrer. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. How much did you get for this mortgage ? 

Miss Porter. Around $800. 

Senator Dantet. And what else did you do for money for heroin ? 

Miss Porter. I worked, and I had a few dollars saved, and I used it. 

Senator Dantev. What sort of work did you do? 

Miss Porter. Domestic. 

Senator Dantret. Domestic work ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever follow any other kind of work? 
You understand, you don’t have to tell this committee anything that 
you think might incriminate you; you understand that, don’t you? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danret. As I understand, you were willing to tell the com- 
mittee the story concerning you and narcotics? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Did you do anything else to get money to buy 
narcotics ? 
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Miss Porter. No answer. 

Senator Danret. You mean you just prefer not to answer that ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. Did you know any other girls who were addicted 
to narcotics? 

Miss Porter. Yes; I knew some girls who were using drugs. 

Senator Daniex. Did you know any of them that had to turn to 
prostitution to make enough money to buy their drugs? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. How many of them did you know like that? 

Miss Porter. I knew several. 

Senator Danret. Did you know a dozen or more? 

Miss Porrer. About six. 

Senator Dantet. About six. Were they all drug addicts? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danie.. Had they been drug addicts before they started 
prostitution ? 

Miss Porrer. I don’t know. They were drug addicts when I met 
them. 

Senator Dante.. Did you ever work with them ? 

Miss Porter. I don’t care to answer that. 

Senator Daniet. You mean by that that you feel that an answer 
might tend to incriminate you, and that you claim any right that you 
might have under our Constitution not to answer that question ? 

Miss Porter. I just don’t care to answer that question—a personal 
question like that. 

Senator Dante.. Is there anything else that you could tell the com- 
mittee that you think might be helpful to us in finding out how the 
Congress of the United States and how the law-enforcement officers 
here in this room can help toward stamping out this narcotics traffic? 

Miss Porter. No; I don’t know of anything. 

Senator Dantet. You realize that it is pretty bad to be a narcotics 
addict, don’t you? 

Miss Porter. Very, very bad. 

Senator Dantex. It led you into things that you wouldn’t otherwise 
have done, didn’t it? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. Did you ever go to Sunday school in church? 

Miss Porter. I was brought up in a religious home. 

Senator Dantet. In a religious home? 

Miss Porter. In Miami with my brother-in-law. 

Senator DanreL. Miami, Fla.? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And when did you leave that home? 

Miss Porter. 1938. 

Senator Dantet. How old were you? 

Miss Porter. Sixteen. 

Senator Danret. And where did you go? 

Miss Porter. I came to Philadelphia. 

Senator Dantex. You came to Philadelphia? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dantret. And what kind of work did you do here then? 

Miss Porter. I worked domestic work. 

Senator Danret. Domestic work ? 
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Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And did you go to Sunday school and church after 
that ? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Here in Philadelphia? 

Miss Porter. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. For how long? 

Miss Porter. Up until I got on dope. 

Senator DanreL. Until you got on dope. Well, do you have any- 
thing that you would like to say on this record before we dismiss you— 
any recommendation you could make that might help other people to 
keep from making the same mistake you did ? 

Miss Porter. No. 

Senator Dante. I believe that is all. 

Leonard Robinson. And I believe we also have here Charles Ward. 

Both of you will be sworn. Leonard Robinson and Charles Ward, 
do each of you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about 
to give before the Senate Judiciary Committee investigating narcotics 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Rostnson. I do. 


Mr. Warp. I do. 
TESTIMONY OF LEONARD ROBINSON, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Senator Daniex. Leonard, you may have a seat. State your name 
and where you have resided. 

Mr. Roptnson. Leonard Robinson. 

Senator Danret. And where did you live? 

Mr. Rogsinson. 6025 Chestnut. 

Senator Daniet. Here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. How old are you? 

Mr. Rogtnson. Twenty-seven. 

Senator Danrev. Did you become addicted to drugs here in Phil- 
adelphia ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danrev. About how long did you use drugs before you 
were arrested on the charge for which you have been convicted ? 

Mr. Roptnson. A little over 2 years. 

Senator Dante.. Two years? 

Mr. Rogrnson. A little over 2 years. 

Senator Dantet. What did you use? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Heroin. 

Senator Danteu. Heroin? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. How did you get started using heroin ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was curious. 

Senator DanieL. Was it because of friends who were using it ? 
it ata party? Just tell the committee exactly how it started. 

Mr. Rostnson. Curiosity got the best of me. 

Senator Daniex. Curiosity ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 
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Senator DanreL. You see, what we are trying to find out is how 
this disease gets started so that we can really get the full picture of 
it. You have been, as I understand it—you are willing to give the 
committee any information that you can on it; is that correct / 

Mr. Roginson. To the best of my knowledge. 

Senator Dante. Now, just tell us where your curiosity started a 
couple of years ago, a little over 2 years ago. Was it at a party, or 
where was it that you decided that you wanted to take some heroin ¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t remember the initial place I started. 

Senator DanteL. You don’t remember? 

Mr. Rogrnson. No. 

Senator Dante.. How did you take it, by sniffing it in the nose, 
or by injection ? 

Mr. Rostnson. By injection. 

Senator DanteL. Who sold it to you? 

Mr. Roprnson. I don’t remember. It was on the street. 

Senator Dantex. On the street? 

Mr. Rogprnson. Yes. 

Senator Daniex. Did you know the man who sold it to you on the 
street ? 

Mr. Roprnson. It wasn’t sold to me. 

Senator Dantet. How did you get it? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was with some » people. 

Senator DanteL. Some companions of yours? 

Mr. Rogsinson. Not exactly of mine. 

Senator Daniet. Who were they ! 

Mr. Rogrnson. Just fellows on the corner. 

Senator Danret. Did you know them ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Vaguely. 

Senator Dantet. Well, did somebody come up and sell it to one of 
you on the corner ? 

Mr. Roprnson. I imagine so. I don’t know how he came in there. 

Senator DanteL. We don’t ‘ata any imagination. Can you re- 
member the first time you ever took an injection of heroin? 

Mr. Roprnson. It was in my house, I think. 

Senator Danret. At your house? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes; not my present address. 

Senator Danret. At what place? 

Mr. Roprnson. 905 Reno Place. 

Senator Dantet. A little over 2 years ago? 

Mr. Rogprnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Who was there with you at the time? 

Mr. Roprnson. No one. 

Senator Danret. Had somebody sold you some heroin ? 

(Short pause. ) 

Senator WeLker. Why do you hesitate, Mr. Witness? Did you 
understand the question ? 

Mr. Roginson. I understood the question, but I am trying to re- 
member. 

Senator DanreLt. We want to know this first time that you shot 
yourself with heroin. Did you shoot yourself in the arm? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Who taught you how to inject the needle into 
your arm? 
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Mr. Rostnson. I knew that. 

Senator Danrev. You knew that? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Had you ever injected the needle in your arm for 
any other purpose before? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. Where did you get the needle? 

Mr. Rostnson. I bought it. 

Senator DanteL. Where? 

Mr. Rogrnson. At the drugstore. 

Senator Danrev. Did you already have the heroin when you bought 
the needle? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t remember whether I got it after or before. 

Senator DanreL. Who did you get the heroin from ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. I don’t know his name. 

Senator Dantet. You don’t know his name? 

Mr. Rogrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Was it a man? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. What did you pay for it? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Like I said before, I didn’t pay for it. 

Senator Danret. Who did? 

Mr. Rostnson. It was a fellow in the group. 

Senator Dante,. What was his name? 

Mr. Rostnson. It was just some fellows on the corner in a group. 

Senator Danret. Do you remember the name of any one of them? 

Mr. Rostnson. Joe. 

Senator DanteL. Joe who? 

Mr. Rosrnson. But I didn’t know any of them personally. 

Senator Danre.. You never knew them personally ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator Danret. Had you ever seen them before? 

Mr. Roprnson. On the corner. 

Senator Danret. But one of them just bought some heroin and 
handed it to you? 

Mr. Rostnson. Well, they asked me did I want it. 

Senator Danret. And did you say yes? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. Did he tell you what it was? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Senator Danrev. Did you know before what it was? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Had I ever seen it before? 

Senator DanteL. Yes. 

Mr. Rozinson. No; that was the first time I had used it. 

Senator Dantet. And so he gave it to you; you went and bought a 
needle and shot it in your arm at your house with no one else around ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 
. Senator DanteL. What did it do to you? How did it make you 

eel ¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. High, intoxicated. 

Senator DanreL. When did you get your next shot of heroin? 

Mr. Rosrnson. About a couple of weeks after that. 

Senator Danret. From the same man? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 
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Senator Dantev. Who did you get your next heroin from ? 

Mr. Rostnson. I don’t know their names and addresses. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know the name of anybody who you ever 
bought heroin from ? 

Mr. Rosinson. After I became addicted. 

Senator Danie. All right, after you became addicted, who did you 
buy it from? 

Mr. Rogrnson. I didn’t buy it, that was after I went in business. 

Senator Dantet. You went in business selling it ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Well, I used to deliver it. 

Senator Danrev. You used to deliver it? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Who were you working for in delivering heroin ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. John Wallace. 

Senator Danret. And how much did he pay you, or did he just pay 
you in heroin? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Well, after I became addicted that was the only 
profit I made. 

Senator Danteu. That is the only profit you made? 

Mr. Rosinson. After I became addicted. 

Senator Danie. Was John Wallace the one that first gave you 
heroin ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator DanteL. You don’t know who did? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Dantret. And when you were arrested here this year, where 
were you working? 

Mr. Rostnson. I wasn’t. 

Senator Danret. Did you ever work at the post office in Phila- 
delphia ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dante. In what capacity, doing what? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Railway mail handler. 

Senator Danret. Was it easy to get heroin in Philadelphia up until 
these recent raids ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t think so. 

Senator Dante. Who told you where to deliver heroin ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Who told me? 

Senator Danret. Yes. You were delivering heroin. 
omer Rogsrnson. They used to come and get it; I would take it to 
them. 

Senator Danrex. If they came and got it, you didn’t deliver it to 
them, did you? 

Mr. Rostnson. No. 

Senator Danret. How many people were you delivering heroin to 
here in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Just one. 

Senator Dantet. Who was that? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Osceola Wesley. 

Senator Danrex. Is that a man or a woman? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Man. 

Senator Dantet. How much did you take there every day ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Ten bags. 

Senator Dantet. How much did he pay you for it? 
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Mr. Roptnson. He didn’t pay me. 

Senator Dantet. Who did he pay ? 

Mr. Rogsrnson. He would have to sell them. 

Senator Dantet. And then who would he bring the money to? 

Mr. Roginson. He would bring the money to me. 

Senator Dantet. How much were the bags apiece ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. He was selling them for $10 apiece. 

Senator Danrex. So about $100 a day is what he would give you for 
what heroin you delivered to him ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No; he would give me $80. 

Senator Dantex. $80, and keep $20? 

Mr. Rozrnson. And keep $20. In return, I would give $62.50 to 
John Wallace. 

Senator Dantet. All right. How did you get your heroin for your 
own personal use ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. I got it out of my profit. 

Senator Dantex. Out of your profit. What did you do, buy it 
from John Wallace ? 

: Mr. Rostnson. No; I just used it as I got it, used the profit up as 
got it. 

Senator Dante... You just used some that you were supposed to be 
delivering to this other person ? 

Mr. Roginson. Instead of getting cash I would use some of mine. 

Senator Dantet. You would use some of it ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Do you know a lot of narcotic addicts here in 
Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, I wouldn’t say I know a lot. 

Senator Dantet. You don’t know a lot. Do you know where John 
Wallace was getting his drugs? 

Mr. Rogprnson. No. 

Senator Dante. Do you know anybody else that was selling nar- 
cotics here in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. No. 

Senator Dantev. No one else except yourself and John Wallace, and 
the persons to whom you were making these deliveries. 

Mr. Rosrnson. That is all. 

Senator Dantex. That is all you know. 

Mr. Rogrnson. That is all. 

Senator Danret. Any questions, Senator Welker ? 

Senator Wetker. Is there anything that you would like to tell this 
committee? I am one of the committee, but I couldn’t hear you so I 
came down here. 

Mr. Rosrnson. Ask the question again. 

Senator Wevker. Is there anyone in Philadelphia today in the 
racket of dope peddling or using dope that you would like to tell the 
committee about? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t know of any. 

Senator Weiker. You don’t know of any. Well, you made a pretty 
good profit, did you not, in consigning heroin and selling it? 

Mr. Rostnson. Not cash. 

Senator Wetker. Isn’t it a fact that you moved out of a housing unit 
and bought a home? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 
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Senator WeLkKer. You didn’t buy a home? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. What sort of a home did you move out of the 
housing development into? 

Mr. Rosrtnson. A dwelling. 

Senator WeLKer. As a matter of fact, you bought and paid for a 
$11,000 home, and you put that in the name of your brother-in-law, 
didn’t you? 

Mr. Rogrnson. No, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Do you realize that you are under oath? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. And you realize that you might go to the peniten- 
tiary for testifying falsely, do you understand that ¢ 

Mr. Rogpinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Where did your brother-in-law get the money to 
buy that home? 

Mr. Rostnson. He worked in the Philadelphia Navy Yard. 

Senator Wevker. Is it your testimony that you contributed, then, 
nothing toward your brother-in-law’s home? 

Mr. Rostinson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLKeR. You mean you contributed nothing? What is 
your brother-in-law’s name? 

Mr. Rostnson. Edward Corvello. 

Senator Wetkxer. And what was he arrested for? 

Mr. Rogrnson. For narcotics. 

Senator WELKER. Sale? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I think so. 

Senator WELKER. Were you in partnership with him? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Wevker. He was doing it alone? 

Mr. Rogrnson. I don’t know whether he was or not. 

Senator WeLKerR. You never knew anything about that? 

Mr. Rosinson. Not as far as him selling narcotics. 

Senator WeLKeR. You never knew anything about his handling 
narcotics ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t think he was. 

Senator WELKER. What was he arrested for? 

Mr. Roprnson. Narcotics; the sale of narcotics. 

Senator WeLKeER. Using? 

Mr. Rogtnson. The sale of narcotics. 

Senator Wetker. And you don’t think he was selling it? 

Mr. Roginson. No—I mean, not of my knowledge—I don’t know it. 

Senator WELKER. Do you want to tell me how he got his money to 
buy the home? 

Mr. Ropryson. He worked in the Philadelphia Navy Yard for 
about 8 or 9 years. 

Senator Wetxer. There are a lot of people that work 8 or 9 years 
that can’t buy an $11,000 home. You know that to be true; don’t 
you ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I imagine so. 

Senator DanreL. You were first arrested and pled guilty for un- 
lawful use of narcotics in January 1953; weren’t you? 

Mr. Rortnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. And how much sentence did you get? 
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Mr. Rosrnson. Six months probation. 

Senator Danrev. Judge Alessandroni only put you on 6 months’ 
probation. 

Mr. Rogrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantev. Were you probated to any doctor to treat you for 
narcotics ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Dr. Turner. 

Senator DantreL. Who told you to go to Dr. Turner ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Judge Alessandroni. 

Senator Daniex. Judge Alessandroni? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And were you treated by Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. How did he treat you? 

Mr. Rorrnson. Every time I went there he would examine me and 
give me medicine. 

Senator Danre.. Give you medicine? 

Mr. Ropinson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Did he give you narcotics? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Not as I know of. 

Senator Danrex. He prescribed something for you? 

Mr. Rosgrnson. To relieve pain. 

Senator Dante. To relieve pain? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Withdrawal symptoms. 

Senator Dantet. And he would give you medicine that would re- 
lieve those symptoms ? 

Mr. Rogprnson. Wouldn’t relieve them altogether, but it would be 
a help. 

aaah Dantet. What kind of drug was it he gave you? 

Mr. Rosrnson. It was a prescription; I couldn’t read it. 

Senator Danre.. Did you go and get it filled ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. And then you treated yourself? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Did that relieve you pretty well? 

Mr. Rorrnson. Well, it gave me some relief. 

Senator Dante. How long was it after that—did you start using 
drugs while you were on probation, heroin again ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Daniex. You just used the drugs Dr. Turner prescribed 
for you? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t know if they were drugs or not, but I used 
the medicine. 


Senator Dante. The prescription that he prescribed for you! 

Mr. Rostnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danreu. You were arrested in August of 1953 for unlawful 
use of narcotic drugs, weren’t you? 

Mr. Roptnson. Yes. 


Senator Danrev. Were you using narcotic drugs in August of 
1953? 


Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator Dantet. You were not? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator Danret. What were you using? 
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Mr. Rosrnson. I wasn’t using anything. 

Senator Danret. Were you going to Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Roxtnson. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. And taking his prescriptions? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Senator Danret. On February 1, 1955, you were arrested for un- 
lawful possession of marihuana and use of heroin, is that right? 

Mr. Rostnson. Unlawful use of marihuana. 

Senator Dante. And use of heroin? 

Mr. Rostnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. Were you using both of them, marihuana and 
heroin ¢ 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was using marihuana. 

Senator Danret. And you were fined $600? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No; I was held under $600 bail. 

Senator DanteL. Then you were turned out on bail, and did you 
continue to use marihuana? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danrev. Did you start using heroin again ? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. What were you using? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Nothing. 

Senator Dantet. Did you get prescriptions from Dr. Turner? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator Dantet. How long a period was it when you didn’t have 
prescriptions or drugs? This was February 1, 1955, this year, when 
you were turned out on $600 bail. 

Mr. Rosrnson. Then until the time of my arrest. 

Senator Dantet. From then until the time of your arrest you 
didn’t use any drugs? Now, isn’t it true that April 19, 1955, you were 
arrested again for unlawful sale and transportation of unlawful 
drugs, conspiracy ? 

Mr. Rostnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dantet. Weren’t you using drugs in April of this year? 

Mr. Rogrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Dante. Were you going to Dr. Turner for treatment? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danret. Well, were you engaged in selling narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Not at that time, no. 

Senator DanteL. Were you delivering them? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No. 

Senator Dante. What about April 26, 1955—you were arrested 
for unlawful use of narcotic drugs, weren’t you ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, I was in jail. 

Senator Dantev. At that time? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was in police custody; yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. On April 22 of this year? 

Mr. Rosrnson. From April 12 until now. 

Senator Dante. From April 12 until now you have been in police 
custody ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. From April 12 until now. 

Senator Dantet. Before you got into custody this last time, did 
you start using drugs over again, start using heroin and marihuana? 

Mr. Rosryson. From what time? 
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Senator Dante... Before you were arrested this last time, had you 
started using drugs again? 

Mr. Rosson. Until what time? 

Senator Danrev. Up until the time you were arrested, this last 
time. 

Mr. Rostnson. Oh, yes. 

Senator Danze. You started using drugs? 

Mr. Roprnson. Yes. 

Senator Danret. What kind of drugs? 

Mr. Rostnson. Heroin. 

Senator Danrev. And you used them until the time you were 
arrested this last time ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danrex. I say, you used them until they put you in jail? 

Mr. Rostnson. No, sir. 

Senator Danie. You didn’t? When did you quit? 

Mr. Roprnson. Around the first of this year. 

Senator Danret. About the first of this year. Now, you mean to 
say that you haven’t used any heroin or marihuana 

Mr. Rogsrnson. Oh, I have used marihuana. 

Senator Dantex. Since the first of this year? 

Mr. Roptnson. I have smoked marihuana. 

Senator Danrru. This year a whole lot or a little bit of it? 

Mr. Rostnson. Just a little. 

Senator Dantex. Is marihuana pretty plentiful here in Philadel- 
phia, or was it? 

Mr. Rostnson. I don’t think so. 

Senator Dante. How much did you have to pay for it? 

Mr. Rosrnson. A dollar. 

Senator Danie... For how many cigarettes? 

Mr. Rostnson. One cigarette. 

Senator Dantret. Could you get them easily ? 

Mr. Rogrnson. I don’t think so, not too easy. 

Senator Dantet. Where did you go to buy them? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Some girl got mine for me. 

Senator Danrev. What is her name. 

Mr. Rosrnson. I don’t know her name. 


Senator Danret. You started using heroin again this year, too, 
didn’t you? 


Mr. Roptnson. No. 

Senator Danrev. You didn’t use it at all, you just delivered it? 

Mr. Rogrnson. Not this year. 

Senator Dante. You haven’t been using heroin since when ? 

Mr. Roprnson. Since the first of the year, since January, February 
of this year. 


Senator Dantex. Since January, February of this year. 

Allright. Any questions? 

Senator Werxer. Yes. I want to ask you if it isn’t a fact, Mr. 
Witness, that on the date of your arrest you were arrested with your 
brother-in-law, another person, and yourself, while you were waiting 
for delivery of a quarter piece. Do you understand the question ? 

When you were arrested, who was with you ? 

Mr. Rogitnson. Two fellows and a police officer. 

Senator Weiker. Will you name them, please ? 
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Mr. Rosrnson. Leroy Bailey, Edward Corvello, I don’t know the 
officer’s name. 

Senator Wetxer. I see. And is it not a fact that you had been 
waiting for a quarter piece to use 

Mr. Rogrnson. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What were you going to do with it? 

Mr. Roprnson. I wasn’t waiting for it. 

Senator WeLKer. You weren't waiting for a thing. 

That is all. 

Senator Danret. Thatisall. Stand aside. 

Charles Ward. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES WARD, JR., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


(Having been previously duly sworn by Senator Daniel.) 

Senator Danrex. You have already been sworn. Will you give your 
name and where you live in Philadelphia 

Mr. Warp. My name is Charles Ward, Jr., 2332 North Gratz, 
Philadelphia. 

Senator Dante.. How old are you? 

Mr. Warp. Thirty. 

Senator Danret. Have you lived here all of your life ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Have you been addicted to narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danret. When did you first start using narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Warp. About 6 months last June—began last June a year ago. 

Senator Dantex. A year ago. 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. What did you first start using ? 

Mr. Warp. Heroin. 

Senator Danret. Where did you get it? 

Mr. Warp. I was working at a hospital as a washroom boss, and 
a fellow just had got out of the penitentiary, and he didn’t have a job. 
So I had an deattne for him, and so a fellow was telling me about it, 
and so I was doing him a favor, and I got him hired. 

Senator Dante. At the washroom ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes; at the hopital. 

Senator Dantet. What hospital ? 

Mr. Warp. At the Women’s Homeopathic, 20th and Susquehanna. 

Senator Dantet. And had you ever used any kind of narcotic drugs 
or marihuana ? 

Mr. Warp. I was smoking marihuana before that. 

Senator DanteL. How long had you been smoking marihuana 

Mr. Warp. Off and on—not often; it wasn’t habit forming; it was 
just like a cigarette, off and on. 

Senator DanreL. And did this man you got a job for at the wash- 
room give you your first heroin ¢ 

Mr. Warp. Yes. A couple of days after he started working there 
he said he had something he wanted me to taste. 

Senator DanreL. What did it look like ‘ 

Mr. Warp. It was a white powder. 

Senator DanteL. How did you take it? 

68489—56—pt. 219 





ILLICIT NARCOTICS TRAFFIC 


Mr. Warp. I taken him around to my house, about. two blocks from 
where I was working at. I was trying to buy my home. 

Senator Dantex. Are you married ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Do you have any children? 

Mr. Warp. Two. 

Senator DanteL. You went around to your home, and then did you 
inject the powder into your vein? 

Mr. Warp. He asked me about a needle and I told him I didn’t know 


what he was talking about. So he went out to the drugstore and 
bought one. 


Senator Danteu. And brought it back? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, sir. 

Senator DAnteL. And did he shoot you and himself, too? 

Mr, Warp. He shot himself and he told me to do the same thing 
and so I did it. 

Senator Dantet. Did he shoot your arm or did you shoot your arm ? 

Mr. Warp. I did it myself. 

Senator Danirex. What did you do it for, Charles? 

Mr. Warp. I was just curious. 

Senator Dante. Was your wife at home? 

Mr. Warp. No; she wasn’t. The children were in school. 

Senator DanreLt. What time of day was it? 

Mr. Warp. I was getting off at 3 o’clock that afternoon. 


Senator Dante. Nobody was home except you and this man? 
Mr. Warp. That is right. 


Senator Dantex. What was his name? 

Mr. Warp. His name was Joe Staples. 

Senator Dante... Where is he now? 

Mr. Warp. I couldn’t say where he is now because, after I got into 
the habit, I got sick one day and couldn’t report to work. During that 
time he told the boss some kind of story and I lost my job and he took 
my place as boss. 

Senator DanteL. You got the heroin addiction and he got the job? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danteu. Is that right? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Dante. Is he still there at the washroom? Has he still 
got the job? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know because I haven’t saw him for a good while. 

Senator Dante.. Joe Staples? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Dantev. Did he sell you this heroin ? 


Mr. Warp. No; he gave it to me—he gave it to me for’about a period 
of 3 months. 


Senator DanteL. Three months. How often? 

Mr. Warp. Every day. 

Senator DanteL. Every day. He gave it to you free? 
Mr. Warp. Yes; he gave it to me free. 

Senator Danten. What did you do for him? 


Mr. Warp. Well, I guess that was my appreciation for getting him 
the job at the hospital. 


Senator Dantex. Then did he ever start selling it to you after you 
got addicted ? 
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Mr. Warp. No. He would be out at Fern’s, and so he would try 
to tell me, he said, “You have got a lot of stuff in your home, if I 
was you I wouldn’t go a-hurting, I would pawn it.” 

I said, “I wouldn't let drugs come between me and my home.” 

Senator Dante.. He meant you shouldn’t go suffering for lack of 
heroin ¢ 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dante.. And you ought to go out and pawn your furniture 
and things? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. : 

Senator Dante. You said “No,” you wouldn’t do it? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dante. What did you do? 

Mr. Warp. I got me another job. 

Senator Dantet. Where? 

Mr. Warp. I got me a job at the pickle factory. 

Senator Dantex. Pickling cucumbers? 

Mr. Warp. That is right; during the cucumber season. 

Senator Dantet. Did you continue to use heroin during that time? 

Mr. Warp. I continued to use it. 

Senator Danret. Where did you buy it? 

Mr. Warp. I was getting it from John Wallace then. 

Senator Dantev. Did you ever buy heroin from anybody else in 
Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Warp. Well, Lefty. 

Senator Dantret. Lefty who? 

Mr. Warp. Miles. 

Senator Dantet. Do you know where he is now? 

Mr. Warp. He is doing time now. 

Senator Dantet. He is doing time now. About how much did your 
habit cost you, your addiction cost you, a day—after you got really 
addicted to it? 

Mr. Warp. After I got addicted to it it averaged sometimes $20. 

Senator Dantez. $20 a day? 

Mr. Warp. But knowing where to get it from, see—another addict 
would come to me, and by me knowing where to get it, I could get a 
taste out of the bag. 

Senator Dante.. Were you peddling for John Wallace? 

Mr. Warp. I wasn’t peddling for anyone. 

Senator Dantet. Did you sell narcotics for anyone? 

Mr. Warp. I didn’t sell narcotics for a living, because I worked 
all my days. 

Senator Danret. Did you deliver it? 

Mr. Warp. I didn’t even deliver it. 

Senator Dante. Why would you get something out of the bag? 

Mr. Warp. Because if somebody would come to me and he didn’t 
know where to get it, I would get it. 

Senator DanteL. Who did you get it from ? 

Mr. Warp. John Wallace I got a piece from, and then Lefty. 

Senator DanteL. Lefty Miles? 

Mr. Warp. Lefty Miles. 

Senator Dantet. What did you pay him for it? 

Mr. Warp. One time they come to me for a piece which was $190. 

Senator Dantet. And you just took some out of the bag? 
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Mr. Warp. I wouldn’t take some out of the bag; they would give 
me some out of the bag. 

Senator Danret. The people that you would get it for? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danreu. Did you take the $190? 

Mr. Warp. I wouldn’t take the money and put it in my pocket. It 
was to go into somebody else’s pocket. 

Senator Danrex. You took it and gave it to John Wallace? 

Mr. Warp. I didn’t give John Wallace the $190. 

Senator Danie. Who did you give the $190 to? 

Mr. Warp. Lefty Miles. 

Senator Danret. And he would give you a certain amount of 
heroin ? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator DanreL. And you would take it to the purchaser, and he 
would give you some of it? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Dantet. Is that the way you satisfied your addiction ? 

Mr. Warp. Sure. And trying to keep the bills up on my house. 

Senator Danret. Did you pawn your furniture and take a mort- 
gage on your house? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t have anything in pawn, but I have lost every- 
thing now. 

Senator Danret. You had been in trouble before you started smok- 
ing marihuana and using heroin, hadn’t you? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Had you been making whisky back in 1940? 

Mr. Warp. I was caught with a still, yes. 

Senator Danre,. Were you making whisky ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Where was that? 

Mr. Warp. That was at South Philadelphia. 

Senator Danret. Had you ever smoked marihuana or use narcotic 
drugs before then ? 

Mr. Warp. No. 

Senator Danret. Had you ever been convicted or arrested for bur- 
glary or larceny ? 

Mr. Warp. Suspicion. 

Senator DanteL. Were you tried on those counts ? 

Mr. Warp. No. 

Senator Danrex. Had you ever committed any other crimes before 
you started smoking marihuana and using other narcotics? 

Mr. Warp. No. 

Senator Danre.. None except running a whisky still? 

Mr. Warp. And getting caught with a couple of other fellows on a 
larceny. 

Senator Dantet. On a larceny? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Were you with them at the time? 

Mr. Warp. I was with them at the time. 

Senator Danret. Were you tried? 

Mr. Warp. I was not tried. 
Senator Danret. Did you turn State’s evidence? 
Mr. Warp. I was there as a witness, here. 
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Senator Wetxer. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think the witness under- 
stands the question. 

Senator Danret. Were you a witness in that burglary or larceny 
trial against the other two men, a witness; did you come up and testify 
against them ? 

Mr. Warp. No. On the larceny I got 5 years’ probation on that. 

Senator Dantet. You were convicted of the larceny? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. And given a 5-year probation? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Danret. And was that before you started using marihuana 
and heroin? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. What year was that? 

Mr. Warp. That was in 1948. 

Senator Dantet. 1948? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. How many years were you sentenced on this 
recent conviction ? 

Mr. Warp. This one? 

Senator Dantex. Yes. 

Mr. Warp. I was sentenced for five flat, and two and a half to five. 

Senator Danrex. Five years flat, and then two and a half to five at 
the end of the five? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator DanteL. Now, you understand this committee is from the 
United States Senate, trying to investigate the narcotics problem in 
our country. All law-enforcement officers and the Members of Con- 
gress and the legislature want to do anything we can to stop this 
racket, stop it so that people like you won’t be getting into trouble 
over narcotics, so your children won’t be getting into trouble like you 
got in. You understand that? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, sir. 

Senator DanteL. Do you have any suggestion to make to us as to 
what ought to be done to stop this narcotics traffic? 

Mr. Warp. I couldn’t make any suggestion, but I think it is cleaning 
up. 
Senator Danret. You think it is cleaning up around here; do you? 

Mr. Warp. If everybody feels like I do, I think it is; every place 
else is tightening up. 

Senator Danret. What in the world ever made you start using it? 
Did you come from a religious family? Did you go to Sunday school 
and church? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. All your life? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Dantex. Even after you were married? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Danreu. And what did you do, sort of get away from what 
you learned at church? In other words, what made you ever start 
using this heroin ? 

Mr. Warp. I couldn’t say exactly. 

Senator Dantet. Just to get a thrill? 

Mr. Warp. I guess mostly that is the reason. 
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Senator Danie. Was there any trouble you were in or bothering 
you or worrying you that caused you to take it? 

Mr. Warp. I was in an automobile accident once, and a portion of 
that time I was fed drugs. 

Senator Dante. You were in a serious accident ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, automobile accident. 

Senator Danret. What year? 

Mr. Warp. I think it was around 1939, or 1938. It was brought up 
in court, I know, because I got some money for it. 

Senator DanreL. Were you under drugs part of the time? 

Mr. Warp. No, I wasn’t under drugs at all, I was still of school age. 

Senator Dantev. What about the automobile accident? Why did 
you mention that in this connection, in connection with my question 
as to how you started heroin? 

Mr. Warp. I just brought that up. 

Senator Dantev. Did your automobile accident have anything to do 
with your starting taking any kind of dope? 

Mr. Warp. At times I get terrible pain in the back of my head. 

Senator Danrev. And did the doctor prescribe narcotics for you? 

Mr. Warp. He didn’t prescribe narcotics, but the pill he gave me 
I guess had a certain proportion. 

Senator Danie. He gave you the prescription ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantev. And you liked the way it made you feel? 

Mr. Warp. I didn’t like the way they made me feel, but they relieved 
my pain, though. 

Senator Wetker. Would they be aspirin tablets? 

Mr. Warp. It wouldn’t have been aspirin tablets. They were 
stronger. 

Senator WeLKeEr. You don’t know what it was? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know exactly. 

Senator Danrex. You worked over in the hospital; didn’t you? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Didn’t you know that heroin could make an addict 
out of you and ruin your life? Had you ever heard that ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. Where did you learn that? 

Mr. Warp. I have heard of other people ruining their lives with it. 

Senator Danret. They became dope fiends; didn’t they ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danrex. Is that what you used to call them when you were 
a boy ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. But you wanted to go on and try it anyway. 

Mr. Warp. I didn’t want to go on and try it. 

Senator Dantex. Well, the only thing I am trying to get from you, 
Charles Ward, is just to try to see if we can make it clear in this 
record why you ever started using heroin, why you ever let that 
fellow give you the first shot, just what was in your mind. 

You just don’t know. 

Senator Welker? 

Senator Wetker. You went to New York with a man to get a 
quarter of a piece, did you ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, I did. 
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Senator WeLker. Who did you go over with ? 

Mr. Warp. Bill Moore. 

Senator Weiker. You short-decked him, didn’t you? 

Mr. Warp. I did not short-deck him. Me and another fellow went 
over with him, and he gave each one of us, I will say, over a sixteenth 
out of the bag himself. I did not short- ‘deck him, T couldn't short- 
deck him, because I wasn’t the man that was given it. 

Senator WetKer. Who was the man getting it? 

Mr. Warp. I bought it from the fellow. 

Senator Weiker. Who did you buy it from? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know the fellow’s name. 

Senator WeLKer. How did you know where to find him? 

Mr. Warp. Because he always kept in contact with me over the 
phone. 

Senator Weiker. He kept in contact with you over the phone? 

Mr. Warp. And he never would let me know where he lived at. He 
said he didn’t trust anybody; he said I could meet him downtown or 
uptown in New York. 

Senator We.ker. Downtown or uptown in New York? There are 
quite a number of people there. 

Mr. Warp. Yes, but if you tell me which corner to meet you on, 
I could meet you on that corner. 

Senator Weiker. How would he tell you that? 

Mr. Warp. By phone. 

Senator WELKER. How would he know where to call you? 

Mr. Warp. He had my phone number. 

Senator WELKER. He would call you? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Wreiker. And so you went over to New York with these 
men ? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator WeLker. How many of the group? 

Mr. Warp. Three of us. 

Senator We.LkKer. And you were going to buy a big piece? 

Mr. Warp. I wasn’t going to buy it. That is the piece that Bill 
Moore was going to buy; he wanted it and asked me if I could do 
him the favor by getting it. And I told him through this other friend 
of mine that brought it to me, I told him, yes, I could do him the 
favor by doing that. 

Senator Werker. Did anybody get short-decked in that deal? 

Mr. Warp. Well, I couldn’t say, because I don’t know the measure- 
ments of drugs. All I know it that he gave me a bag, he gave the other 
fellow, his friend that brought him to me, Bill Moore did, a bag out of 
it. I couldn’t say. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know what “short-deck” means? 

Mr. Warp. I guess it means measurement of it, I don’t know. 

Senator WELKER. You know that, don’t you? 

Mr. Warp. But I don’t know how many he was supposed-— 

Senator We.ker. You know what “short-deck” means? 

Mr. Warp. Sure. 

Senator Werker. That is. short weight? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator WeLkKer. Somebody is cheating somebody else? 
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Mr. Warp. I don’t know what he got back here, but I know he give 
me a bag out of it, and a friend of mine, out of it. 

Senator WetKer. Do you know what “cop” means? 

Mr. Warp. Sure. 

Senator WeLker. What does that mean? 

Mr. Warp. It is like somebody wanted to buy something. 

Senator WeLker. Buying, or a purchase, isn’t it? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator WeLkKer. What does “booster” mean ? 

Mr. Warp. “Booster” ? 

Senator WetkKer. Yes. 

Mr. Warp. Well, by me reading the paper I know what “booster” is. 

Senator Wexer. I read the paper pretty regularly, and I didn’t 
know what it meant until 5 minutes ago. 

Mr. Warp. “Booster” means stealing. 

Senator Wetxer. Shoplifter, doesn’t it? 

Mr. Warp. Shoplifting. 

Senator Wetker. What does it mean to “fall”? 

Mr. Warp. Like I am now. 

Senator Wetker. Arrested or indicted. 

You look like a healthy, good man. Were you ever engaged in 
athletics ? 

Mr. Warp. I used to fight a little, and be on the track team. 

Senator Wetker. Where? 

Mr. Warp. Central High. 

Senator Wetker. Do you think when you pay your penalty for this 
that you can come back and be a respectable citizen ? 

Mr. Warp. Sure. 

Senator Wetker. Do you have a family? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.tker. How many? 

Mr. Warp. Two children and wife. 

Senator Wretxer. What are their ages? 

Mr. Warp. One is 10 and one is 8. 

Senator Wetker. What is going to happen to that family while you 
are away? 

Mr. Warp. Well, my wife is working as a practical nurse. 

Senator Wetxer. But she is going to have a pretty hard time rais- 
ing those children, isn’t she? 

r. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. You are feeling pretty bad over the wreck you 
have made of things up to now? 

Mr. Warp. That is right. 

Senator Weiker. Your wife has cooperated with the officers and 
helped them in every detail, has she not 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Weixer. She must be a fine girl, realizing the position you 
are in, and yet to help the officers here in this community. 

Well, in conclusion, let me say that I hope you will make the best 
of whatever the future holds for you, Mr. Witness. This hasn’t been 
pleasant for us; we know it hasn’t been pleasant for you. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Warp. I want to thank you, Senator, for having a chance to 
come down and speak for the meals, for the food. 
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Senator Dantet. You want to thank us for the food? 

Senator Wetxer. Why do you bring that up? 

Mr. Warp. Well, I am hungry again. 

Senator Dantret. How many trips to New York did you make to get 
heroin ¢ 

Mr. Warp. I made one at that time. It was the onliest trip I made; 
I was expecting to make another, but Bill Moore didn’t come back any 
more. 

Senator WeLKEr. Who was Bill Moore? 

Mr. Warp. Was a 

Senator WELKER. He is the man you are sorry you met? 

Mr. Warp. I am not sorry. I think maybe he did mea favor. In- 
stead of going up, I was going down. 

Senator WELKER. I am glad to see you take that attitude. You are 
still a young man, and you have time to start again. 

Mr. Warp. I would like to get back to my family. 

Senator Dantet. Had you made a trip to New York before you went 
with Bill Moore to get heroin? 

Mr. Warp. Had I made a trip before ? 

Senator Daniex. Yes. 

Mr. Warp. I had been over to New York, but not to get 

Senator Dantex. I have become confused. How many trips in all 
did you make in your lifetime to New York City for heroin? 

Mr. Warp. I have taken my family to New York on visits. 

Senator Dantez. I am talking about visits during which you got 
heroin, how many did you make all together to get heroin? 

Mr. Warp. We went three times. 

Senator Dantet. Three times. And from whom did you purchase 
heroin in New York on those three occasions ? 

Mr. Warp. The same fellow, but I never did know his name. 

Senator DanteL. You would just meet him on a certain corner ? 

Mr. Warp. He would call to my house. 

Senator Dante... He would call you long distance by telephone? 

Mr. Warp. That is how he kept in contact, he said he wouldn’t trust 
me. 

Senator Danten. And he would tell you where to come in New York 
to get it? 

Mr. Warp. He would have me come all the way to Brooklyn, some- 
times, to meet him. 

Senator Dante... Three times you went to New York City, is that 
right, to meet him? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. How many times did you meet him in Brooklyn? 

Mr. Warp. Once in Brooklyn. 

Senator Dantret. Where else did you ever meet him ? 

Mr. Warp. At what they called the waterfront, Canal Street. 

Senator Danie. Where? 

Mr. Warp. In New York. 

Senator Dantex. That is five meetings you had? 

Mr. Warp. No, that wouldn’t be five. Once in Brooklyn, and once 
on Canal Street, and then once in New York; that is the only three. 

Senator Dantex. Only three in all? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 
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Senator Dante. And you made purchases of how much heroin 
from him each time ? 

Mr. Warp. Two times it was a piece. 

Senator Danret. That was an ounce—how much is a piece? 

Mr. Warp. That is two halves. 

Senator DanreL. How much did it cost? What did you pay him 
for it? 

Mr. Warp. $190. 

Senator Danret. Each time? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. And how much did you buy the third time? 

Mr. Warp. A half a piece. 

Senator Danret. What did you pay for that? 

Mr. Warp. That would be $90. 

Senator Dantev. Who gave you the money to buy it with? 

Mr. Warp. The people who would be sending me after it. 

Senator Danret. Who were they ? 

Mr. Warp. Bill Moore was one. 

Senator Dantet. He sent you the first time? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. Who sent you the second time? 

Mr. Warp. Another fellow named Johnnie Rome. 

Senator Dantet. How do you spell that? 

Mr. Warp. R-o-m-e. 

Senator Danre,. Where did he live? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know where he lived. 

Senator Danrev. Here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Warp. But I don’t know where he lived. 

Senator Daniret. What else did you call him? 

Mr. Warp. Johnnie, that is all. 

Senator Danren. Johnnie. 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Daniet. Where did you take the heroin to him when you 
got back? 

Mr. Warp. I met him at 18th and Susquehanna, outside the pool- 
room. 

Senator Dantet. Who sent you the third time? 

Mr. Warp. Some fellow by the name of Jimmie. 

Senator Dante.. Now, don’t you know who it was that sent you 
the third time? 

Mr. Warp. Jimmie. 

Senator Dantex. Jimmie who? 

Mr. Warp. That is all I know, Jimmie. 

Senator Danret. Where is he living? 

Mr. Warp. He was living on Diamond Street. 

Senator Danrex. What else did you know him by, other than 
Jimmie? 

Mr. Warp. All I know him by is Jimmie. 

Senator Danret. Where is Jimmie now ? 

Mr. Warp. I couldn’t say, because the last time I saw him was—— 

Senator Danret. Where is this man that you mentioned to me be- 
fore, the man that sent you the second time? 

Mr. Warp. Johnnie Rome? 

Senator Danrev. Johnnie Rome. Where is he now? 
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Mr. Warp. Well, I couldn’t say where he is at now. 

monener Dantet. Did you ever hear of him being arrested or in 
jail ? 
Mr. Warp. No; I haven’t heard of him being arrested. 

Senator Dantet. But you delivered the heroin back to them ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Danie. Did you ever know of them selling heroin to 
anybody ? 

Mr. Warp. I couldn’t exactly say. 

Senator Dante.. But you brought it back to them with their money ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. I don’t know what happened to it after that. 

Senator Danre.. Can’t you identify Jimmie any better for us? 

Mr. Warp. I can identify him better on this thing—I know he is 
short, weighs about 135 pounds. 

Senator Dantet. White man or colored ? 

Mr. Warp. He is a colored fellow. 

Senator Danret. You don’t know anything else about him? 

Mr. Warp. No; I don’t. 

Senator Danret. How did he contact you and tell you to go to 
New York and get it? 

Mr. Warp. Just by knowing me—he has been knowing me about 
3 or 4 months. I was introduced to him through another friend of 
mine. 

Senator Danret. Who was the other friend that introduced you? 

Mr. Warp. Nottie. 

Senator Danret. What is his name? 

Mr. Warp. Nottie Campbell, Bernard Campbell. He lived a block 
away from me, and we was good friends. 

Senator Danrev. Does Bernard Campbell use heroin ? 

Mr. Warp. To say that I saw him use it, I couldn’t say. 

Senator Daniet. Did you ever deliver any heroin to him? 

Mr. Warp. Not to Bernard, because me and Bernard was friends. 

Senator Danret. That wouldn’t keep you from delivering heroin to 
him if he wanted it, would it? 

Mr. Warp. I never did sell any heroin. 

Senator Danret. You never did deliver any heroin to Bernard 
Campbell ? 

Mr. Warp. Not to Bernard Campbell. 

Senator Danie. But he introduced to you another man that sent 
you to New York to buy some heroin ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Dantet. He introduced you to a man named Jimmie; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Warp. Yes; he introduced me to a man named Jimmie, and 
Bill Moore. 

Senator Dantet. And Bill Moore. 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Danret. All right, any further questions? 

Senator We.tker. Yes. The man who got your job out there at the 
hospital was named what? 

Mr. Warp. Joe Staples. 

Senator Weixer. And you don’t think very much of him, do you? 

Mr. Warp. Well, I don’t hold any malice against anyone. 
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Senator WeLKEr. But you know now that Mr. Staples was an in- 
former, do you not? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know, you just told me. 

Senator Weixer. And you also know that Bernard Campbell was 
an informer ? 

Mr. Warp. We was friends for a long time. 

Senator Weiker. That wouldn’t keep him from being an informer. 

Mr. Warp. I know it now. 

Senator Wetxer. How long have you known Lefty Miles? You 
testified about him 2 or 3 times here. I would like to know a little bit 
more about it. 

Mr. Warp. I haven’t known him any length of time. In fact, we 
don’t know each other. 

Senator Danret. You named him. 

Mr. Warp. Yes, but we don’t know each other. 

Senator We.kxer. What kind of dealings did you have with Lefty ? 

Mr. Warp. I bought a piece of stuff off of him. 

Senator Weiker. And paid for it? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Senator Werxker. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Gasqur. You say you don’t know him? 

Mr. Warp. I don’t know him. I just met him one time, and it was 
when I bought this piece of stuff. 

Mr. Gasque. Did he tell you where he got this heroin from? 

Mr. Warp. No; we never have discussed it; he don’t know me. 

Mr. Gasqur. Did you ever hear a man’s name used in Philadelphia, 
Charlie, a man by the name of Charlie? Is that a name that is rather 
well known in the narcotics trade in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Warp. I have heard of a lot of Charlies. 

Mr. Gasqug. Have you ever heard of people outside of Philadelphia 
financing the narcotics trade in Philadelphia, sending money in to 
help make large buys? 

Mr. Warp. No: I couldn’t say. 

Mr. Gasque. You stated a moment ago that you now had lost eve 
thing with reference to your home, your furniture, and so forth 
What did you mean by that? 

Mr. Warp. Oh, during the time I was away, my brother, he sold my 
furniture and stuff. 

Mr. Gasque. When you were away ? 

Mr. Warp. During the time that I was in prison. 

Mr. Gasque. On this charge? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Your brother sold it? 

Mr. Warp. Yes. 

Mr. Gasque. Was your wife participating with you in this at any 
time ? 

Mr. Warp. No; she did not. 

Mr. Gasque. She was not involved in the trade at all? 

Mr. Warp. No, she wasn’t involved in it. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Chairman, I have a couple of short questions 
I would like to ask. 

Senator Danret. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Wetxker. I probably confused you, because I am trying to 
memorize all these words that have been handed to me that people 
use who are involved in the drug trade. And I think in order to test 
your memory, test you on cross- -examination, I asked you about a man 
named Staples, and one time Campbell, as to whether or not they 
were informers, and you said you didn’t know it until now. 

Let me admonish you this, that I don’t have the slightest idea 
whether they were informers or not, I was merely cross-examining 
you to see whether or not you had any knowledge as to whether they 
were informers, or*whether or not they were true buddies of yours 
in the racket. 

Mr. Warp. We was friends. 

Senator WELKER. Please disregard anything I said with respect to 
that, because I have no knowledge of that. You should have known 
that, because I wouldn’t have any way in God’s green earth to know 
that. 

Senator Danie. Any further questions? 

I believe that is our concluding witness. 

Again I want to thank the members of the police force, and Mr. 
Bransky, Mr. Marr, and the representatives from the State police, 
who has been with us all the way through these hearings, and who 
was introduced a moment ago, and everyone else who has participated 
in these hearings. 

I especially want to thank the reporter who has come here with us, 
Mr. Shelburne. It is now about 10 minutes to 6, and you — we 
have been going through since 10 o’clock yesterday morning. I doubt 
if many court reporters are ever put through as much work as we 
have imposed on Mr. Shelburne. 

And I do want to express our appreciation to all who have partic- 
ipated in these hearings. 

We stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 5:50 p. m., the hearing in Philadelphia was ad- 
journed.) 
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